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UE Firſt E 8 
is, the Character he gives of che 2 and ſome of 
the moſt conſiderable Witneſſes againſt the Biſhop, | which 
he thinks necefſiry to be conſider, becauſe on their Au- 

hority; he * the great Metropolitan founded his Sentence. 

1. The Charafter of Rob. Lucy the Promoter,” he Was Son to 45. 

op of that Dioceſs, who has not left a very Extraordinaty good | 

ame behind him: F 

Dollegiate Church o 

ermartherſbire to dilapidate; He conniv'd' at theiReſidentiar 


Bre tnoct and the Palace at Aber 
7 


dt. David's obliged them; He ſeldom adminiſtred Confirmation, ea 
e was Biſhop of that See, about 18 years, G . 

All which is obſer vd only becauſe the Author of the Summary Fiew, 
retends: to advance Zucy's Character on the ſeore of his Deſcen 
but ſince, 'cis plain, he can derive no Ad age on that account, 
his Author proceeds to conſider his own, * Pper and Perſonal Me- 


it; and here, Ry 
1. He obſerves that this Lucy wie ary to his Father, and 
ons, 


uring that time (as tis in Proof) took Bribes of ſeveral p 
dvanc'd to Spiritual Preferments, particularly of Mr. Thomas Powel 
df Glacbury 201. and the like Sum of Mr. Wiliam Williams Vicar of - 


unavonvaur, beſides Exorbitant and Wegal F es, for laſtitutions, 
lations 8 | 


a VVV 


ä IN * 7 7 ut, 85 W 
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r he ſuffered the Palace of St. David's the 
gi 35 


lons, neglect of Reſidence neee the Statutes of "the Charch'of | 
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he > 0 
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MY ; the Proſecutic n. 
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Þ-20, 3 


nu 2.4 + this Adiginiſirition « 2 ts! \Regit es office. ihe 
. excellive and. unjaſt Fees , Ak eat of which, "the Bi 
Ka 5” Deputy, a! threatned to ly gn 
him; and at laſt queſtion'd his Patent to the Regiſter-Office, his Title 


to which. is liable to many. Juſt exceptions, from whence" proceed. 
ed his Wrath and Malice againlL- the Biſhop, and? in eee Tome 


I 


3. This, Promot: r Lac has ſtocd publick)) faded for 11 Vin "many 
e in Aduſtery wich another man's Wik 3 a ve fit Promoter 
rink a Biſhop.  * oF 104. HF Bb io } 


4. In the Management. of PR Wett e againſt the Biſffop, he 
nas endeavourd to Suborn ſeveral. Perſons, to * 
what he thought fit to put ice their x mouths; and rhreatned: ſuch az 
had the Integrity to refuſe. him. dar 

F. He has received Money's And Promiſes of further rev ardsfor? 
vhdertaking” the- Office of Promoter, and alſo divert ſums of Money 
for defraying the Expences of the Proſecutiony afl Which Harticilen 
are not ſurmiſes and ane ene only, 4 Net; aQpally Pro d t 
the. aid Robert Lucy. WORD £57 57 9Þ4 0 
5 = which may appear- to al imp wy Perſons, not oy abe l. 

famy- of this Promoter, but alſo the Wickedneſs of thoſe we em. 
110 him, and upon his Perjur'd Witneſſes, LE as will appear Wore 
| hereafter) condemn'd the Biſhop of St. Dauia s. 'Other=pattichlar 
relating to this vile man will occurr in the ſequel: of this Narrative, 
but this is his Picture in litle, fit to be ſer in the be innigg of tin 
diſcourſe. Being a Compendium only of the Character gien of hin 
+ by the Author of the Large Reviem; from whom the Reader, who 
has a mind to- it, may have a fuller: account. of him, this being er. 
trated only out of the firſt 25 pages of that Book. 
la which follows the Character of Edmund Merich, one of the Pro- 
moters principal Witneſſes. - 5 

72 He poſſeſſeth in the Dioceſs 25 st. Das, the Rectot obe 
toir, and the Vicarage of Llanegwad, the Præcentorſhip of Breckuck 
and the Treaſurerſmp of St. David's, and yet lives at Carmarihen, and 
Scandalouſiy omits to reſide upon any of theſe Preferments, hut being 
admoniſh d by the Biſho Va Reſidence, in Revenge, be has Sort 


againſt the Biſhop and Perjur'd himſelf. 

2. It has been tender d in Proof againſt him, that 5 an -anſet 
upon Oath to a, bill exibited aint him 1695, by three poor Car- 
pentegs, (whom he would not pay for work done by them, accor- 
ding to Articles) he did then, and there, For- ſwear himfelf before 
Judge Pomel Deceas d; the hikory | of. BI 1 the Lat Ki” 

em relates at. large. . | 3 
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| _ i in che Pre ſenet of God, e. Other 
| the Books! but Et | 


pon __ 18 
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" Fro he; hay 
he is 
Abominable Sin of 


he Says W Nenn. 
eee Large Ade relates a4 very 
Tranſactions: of this Teremab Griſſih, 
appears ſo much Falſhood and Forgery, Treachery, Knavery, and to 
uſe che words of that Auth 
plicated Villanies as would amaze; any man to, chink änx prefefs eg 
Chriſtian ſhould be Ghilty of them, and mere that the. rr 


at large here z I ſhall therefore refer the Reader to p. 37, and 41. of 
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ting to tis mans Charatter, May: be, 8 er; 

her 780 e one. Irena Gi , te Abſtract 

3 llows, . FT 3R15s 5 Chae - 
of Diſſpohe 2 


| bew as. 7 9 | 


OL Rang 


e Which Aalen 1 8 29pD 555 — 
e und e on he . b. 35. — : 


255 E 
i e ö 
Ny been often ſeen. Wefun Drunk, but. that  » 
mn Oo 0e : ] 1. e fam d, co Me Guilty. of. the, ap, — 1 
Adultery; whic| ore. des Judges, p.34 
would make him be accounred too e to bg in anything: 
Far A! doc of. the e 
in a 5 2 Caſe; . where . 


+03 35 op 


) ſo many Premeditated and Com- 


of ſuch e a Vile Mretch . ſhquldt be admitted; againſt a Biſhbop. "I Will 
not conſiſt with: the deſign'd-Brevity: of this, to Inſert the Hiſtory 


the Large Review, the Author of Which, reckons: theſe, Characters of . 

the Promoter, and two of the Principal Witneſſes ( accounted by tke | 
Arch-Biſhop himfelf to be ae ee ee all choſe who Swore - = 
againſt the Biſnop) to be a jaſt, . hebe Pro: p-. a 
cedure againſt che N a of Steg ads... ot 1 . 
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9 A Certain P ty, 190 e. . 
A dau ene in, of 
b d ale him, 
. l aud unde niable 
ugh The os” on ade wy nth non into! all the , 
his Life, that the behaviour of the Tutor might prepare | 
7 as the Summary View intimates ) for the Aſperſions caſt. on 
- the Prelate; whicli,wiethod he declares to be ex treamly vareaſonable 
Ad repugnantoto the Laus of- God, and all Nations, and if it ſhould 
une take; lage; no good man could be ſafe from the Lath. of 
it; andthe very;repeating. foine of the Interrogatories, put to ſuch as 
were examin'd for the Biſhop, to be a. ſufficient Evidence both 
af the Confederacy, and the baſe way of managing it, vix. Whether 
_ the Biſnop did not uſe to quarrel with his Ser Vants? What Non-Ju. 
rors came to his Houſe ?. Whether he drank James 8 health, 
or the late Queen's, or, the Prihce of Wals Whether he at 207 
time {poke Aiſafſe@edly o King William? &. To which. he adds; i 
that à Great man: enconrag d a: ſearch to be made, into all in 
_ palſages of his Private and Publick Life, and neither his diſcourſes 
at his Table, nor Prayers at his nel were left eee 
ſome pretence againſt him. i 
This indeed is an Origingl, not fit to be Copy'd, nor brought i into 
Precedent and" example, He obſerves the ways and means that I 
were. taken firſt to Debauch his 2 into an Opinion of his ] 
being Criminal, and then Suborning them to Swear againſt + him, 
And vo ives two very remarkable l Ranges S 
5 One 5 Which isMr. John Catiin, whom Meyrick cori opted byLyes ao 
Forgery, and falſe Charcters of the Biſhop; and Promiſes of procuriag 
Letters Teſtimonial for him, from the Chapter of St. David's, af 
very powerful Recommendations to one of the Arch-Deacons of the 
Dioceſs of York, &c. all which is in full proof, : Oe at large 
P. 46, 47. wel worth the Readers Peruſal. 
The other of Mr. Thomas Williams, wha! by. repeated. L Depoſitidns 
upon Oath, has Vindicated the Biſhop from thoſe offences, with which 
upon the importunity aud Subornation of Luc and Griffith before | 
mention'd, he had falſly. charg d kim; they promiſing to 
him great Friends, and Preferments for ſo doing. And chough 
he made 'one Information againſt the 'Biſhop , upon thoſe in- 
ducements, and had aQtually paid the Fees for à Sequeſtration, 
of. F Living, and JAG, to * a Up yet Y the 1 ; 


* 


\ 
. 


2 


him to commit; The ſtory is is well wo 


made to 


he Was importun d, not only by the Promoter, but by Mey 
1 Vi 14 15 in 


* ds . S 88 2 r A 5 . F S N 1 -< 


Griffth, and others. © 


Teſtimony in matters ot the 7 1 in the ' Biſhop's | Ys oF 1 


11 EE ur nother iert tien, more 
Biſhop, Which in L the: 


de ae 19d 
| een Offi the aQually. id, in t 
words they Suborn d and 5 him to do it in 
N hath Depos d from the Powerful, Weg er Con- 
tion and Repentance, and the ſenſe of his Guilt beggiag pardon 
of God and the Biſhop, for the Crime theſe wicked men had engag d 


1e th e large, 8 * . 95 a” 3 
to be found. ; 


He confi ders, (ia proof of the Con diracy) what applications . 
eral. Perſons ( whoſe Credit is beyond exception) for 
Suborning chem to Swear Crimes e the ” Biſhop, which "they - 
had no knowledge, of; Of w ä ny" "yeral: Foros notable 


cxmples, 2 
Firſt, Mr. Se .; 13 Vice of Label as: Deposd 5 at. 3 


>. 


% 


and alſo the Commiſfioners at the Metropolitical Viſitation 
the Diog ſs of St. Davids, 1694. to * things againſt the Bi- 
ſhop, that. would. Criminally affect him. Aid che more” effeQual- 
p to 55 him to Swear to the Fictions and Forgeries, they had 3 

vggeſted to him, they told him he "ſhould be Recommended to 3 
Favour of the late Arch-Biſhop of Canterbiry,, who ( as the Biſhop 3 
of St. Aſaph aſſur'd him) would upon his and the Dean of the Ar 


Recommendation, undoubtedly; prefer him: And beſides J 3 ER 


Griffith, before mention'd, offer d 1 in his Letter by Dr: Oxender's 5 

Order, the Prebend of St. Harmon, as a Reward for doing. it, . 

Doctor told him, that if he would do A e try 5 

Promoter ſhoutd gratiſie him for it. n. 
Secondly, Mr. Themas Philips Rector of - Aberedow, in t 

of Radnor, was Sollicited, and importun d by the 

thers to joyn in the Information againſt the $69 Gr in a Thirdly, 

Mr. Henry Rogers, Vicar of Llannavonuaur, i in the Count of Cardigan, eed.. 

many Promiſes made him to come in a_-Witneſs, againſt 'the — 

ſhop- of ſach things, whereof he no ways knew kim to be guilty, ee 


which particulars are Fd prov'd.. 2.365 


He ſays the Con . may be kintber-p1 FRO Fon in as Tec, 5 
the Conſpizators, for the the preventing. . 

covery of their Villainous Combination Pry t Dioceſan (and 2 
for the better concealing their Wicked Practices, in „„ 


Witneſſes by promiſes, and Threatening to Swear what they would 


have them) had hindered ſeveral Perſons from appearing to give 


_ Gaſt, 
. 


| "= FS 


Encou rage 


/ 


_— OT 


'., ters Witneſſes, were act r. eln 
Eo 11 74% f Sb | 12 | 
"IO | jw Equity.) but 
* then gd © 


1 ee „ 8 heard. dy: 46.1 
B 5 ee nnn oe & ally 


hoſes 7 e 4 | 
Ice | dan $ 


8 of a gang ter e 
_ « ſtex upuſueh zarte of Witneſſes une his: 1 thar! e 
Jo which he adde t t the 1072 piratots had dose @ uty -of-: 
EY « the, Villany of geting. the, , Biſhop * A ned: 
; which were ackno\ ng At 1170 de in effect, to der be 
Iy Javented-and-Forg of Suborning Witneſſes: to Swear wt 
the- Truth of, them 3 7 Dep itions they were ford to 
3 up, as the Perjuries of Infa mous Raſcals, Of ieh hes 
57. are two very notable Inſtances. 3 
The Firſt, of one William, Perkins, who was Soborntl 40.8 * 
ſuch an Act of Fraud, Treachery, Injuſtice, and Oppreſſion, againſt 
the ſaid Per hin which if true had juſtly reader'd the Biſhop © ious; 
which Edmund Aeyric l, and others Endeavour'd to faſten upon 
the Biſhop, and which the Conſpirators - delign'd as one of the 
moſt Material Articles on Which they combin'd, to get him de- 
priv'd; but the Biſhop. being ſo Fortunate as to dete& and defeat 
the whole affair by unqueſtionable Authorities, the” Promoter and 
his Agents thought fit co drop chat Article; The Story ac large | 
r. 53. © which. is worth conſidering is to be found. #1 
1 1 The Second is more Horrid ; they would have rep re zated. the oy 
Biſhop as guilty of Murder, and ſo brought his life into danger; 
F which proving alſo t to be N own meer ae they 88 f 
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c. The Anchor-of which heſays, hub obrruded on pane 

a very utifalt ut Fo 850 SN = 5 
Gentleman ( rio? 'a ig a the een e en 
0 . be Prevent D 
= the more | this of the 
New, and: anſwering all Ai Calu iss — rhe Bi 1 

be be Promiſes theſe two things. Firſt, that no . | 

ous, much leſs+ an Extortioner, and 


2 


a 
2 


D 
* 
r 
* * „ 


Fa * + hl the Biſhop having been ceafur'd/ . 
who were ſtrangers to his Lib 1 


ras that ſome of bis Charities: and — apy ig | . 
wife would have remain d ſecret) ſhould be publiſt'e : And bere le 
| zives an accdunt of about 2000 l. given ia great gums to his „„ 
tions, beſides what he has laid out in che Educatiön of ſeveral * N. 
them, and does Daily allom towards their Maintenance. A 
next place about 1200 l. laid out in building,, for the Church an 
his Perſonage and Biſhoprick, and laſtiy about "T4004, beſto wid oon 
Churches and Colleges, and other very Chaxitadie and ub: 
lick uſes; beſides, above 700 l. td 5 indigent-. Schollars and 
neceſſitous Gentlemen; in the whole above 5000 l. Whence he 
conctudes,. that the Biſhop is not ſuch a Lover of Money, as the „ 
unter of che Sammay Viem has endeavour d to repreſent him, ang 
that his Frugality and Reſtrictions of ſuperfluous expences on bim. 
ſelf, that he may bs the more Liberal and Generous: towards others, 
2 ought rather to be imitated than e traduced for them; and were 
tt not he ſays, out of Reſpect to Nunion. and Epiſcopacy, he could 
e eædly, make ſevere Repriſals upon ſome of our preſent Biſhops, for From 3 
on he: wo a of: the W 2 to p. 


Mme not 0; 1 i it * b 10 K 
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Hſe 


e. 74. ide procteds then to conſidany particularty. ah 
ol the - Summary Kiew, has ad ant & agaiaſt the Biſhop, "and þ 
0e finds him mportintt che firſt Depoſition, he jucations e 
1 A and imp 3 tis: of one Fler Lewis, a: Man of a thean th 
a * "recter-and Renke abe eee Vim, thit th 
Biſhopriek"of r i ud that he 
| dot be Biſhop t uin himſelf, & u. To whic 5 
Foy i the Biſhop' did»ſay ſo, there was nothing? 
_ ©  *Btcondly; he gives) ſexcral reaſogs;why i it is very LM 
be ſhould ay any ſuch . $0:this little Tony, > | 


* 76. 
| NN nom the! ſets. rien pe to n n i he 
P- „6. r the*Summay: View, calls his firſt hend of i Accuſa 
the Biſhop, and diſtribntes into Nine, ſeveral diſtin A 
vrhich though very minute and pitifull things, and if ee nor | 
ans, (as they were · not) could ferve. only to leſſen the Biſhop, aud m6 
. nim ſomewhat reflected on by nice and exact Men, hüt could 1 
INH 4 wiſe render be —— — See 3 cenfure, much leg I 
om pP. 78 privation, yet he I es, in ſetting, every qe of th 
1 6 f a clear Light, and ſhewing the Wickednefs Matic T manitd 
„ e of the Perſons concern d in charging him with thoſe pat 
culars. Nor ſays he, did the Metropolitan and they who Were 
- Aﬀeſſors act lite Wiſe or - Juſt men, by, ſufferin in 1 Crimi 
Proceſs, Inquiſition to be made after things, Fring in had they. 50 x 
' Legally made out could have quſtißed no Legal. Sentenee. 1 
not but think it worth the while for any Reader, who des la 
to. dread the whole at large, winch will be ou Entertaining en00208 
S - . tho 
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* ee Judgnz © Which : 
Wet, as may Euidenth appear-to 
5 1 x0 the: Bro. | 

| ging ge een 5 1 
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fuer we 


wk Fay 2 


85 De N . n 15 78 1 5 1 52 51 N = 


. 3 th it 119 1 hike Pee: mine the. 8 
any or | all Kecleftaſtical Inſtruments, tom Nb * 


verfally bit is different it diſterent Dioceſes: - TO os a: 3 
Thirdly, that the Fees in the Dioceſe! of st. fly © aye lee ben 1 2 £0 
in ſome other Dioceſſes, particularly in the Diocets of Canterbury, _Þ 
i 88 | 


Sarunr, and Norwich; in the latter of which, many Pounds are de- 1 

'manded' for the fame Inſtrüment which'in the Dioceſs of St. David's IM 
comes but to bite? Mark; and more particularly, Whereas the Fees for | 

Inſtitution in the Dioceſs of St. David's are 4 l. 1. and 6 l. We... : 

[ for Collation, there has been demanded and receiv d at Lana, . 
and Doctors Conimont, above T7. for an eder NH 2 8 % +» 

10 J. 1285 Collationn: di Eh 7 
| Tuer. eſt Pte an, THY aut. >... _ 
Rath chat Nr Singel ry a 9 85 Secretary, has epo 4 up- „ 


on Oath before à Maſter” of d (be not being 2 + 
do it elſewhere, ſo unjuſtly was ell Profcrution manag d) that „ 
account of the Fees before mention'd, wete deliver d tô him by Rob. \ | 
Lyey the r rear Ons en, to dan by. the — „ 
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farthet Depos d t dat the Pea er, had ner only” te 
FB e 5 
tun Lg S faking. © 19 5 conſtantly 4 

that have ben e 4 Th 5 8 


nee = c e 
| ie foal adds”; thit the 167 0 upon com le . an 
of the thitrary, Ex Wels of Fees by R Lucy f. e 5 tended 5 
(who 1 now. the Promoter) and prner 7 enb! of the. Oar 15 12 7 W 
for probars . of Wit And of Lett 115 dmin tration, * togk V 
| have..the Table of 'Fees ſer uÞ in t be Regiſtry 9 5 dong 75 * th 
there, that none might demand, or ( Sitten gnorant re Than 1 
what the Law anc Ancient Cuſtom that Place. 7 2 oh 5 105 8: ) 1 
little was he a” Friend or Favourer of Extortion, unjn u 
upon him. And beſides be nor” 15 'gaye.,, Mo irons” is e wr BY 
of the moſt guilty, and [part cular] to Rob, 1200 eite rang * br 
but alſo. actually ſaſpended the Lad Lucys Deputy; a bee. : 4 
adds a few Inftances out of many, Which hay Phe! 2 ki 
provid. of extravagant 1 * 1385 wy. 8 fte: Fees Leim: taſtan IIs! | 
To. which, he. adds . Mak l ory at le, 0 of the * tro Taſtes fin he 
ney vi beet ig od 28607 of e eee 93? of 
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ern 
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5 or fee e to 15 e given 

10 N Vicar "of Law, Laden ti 2 "Y 

pe ordain'd Deacon d y. the Biſhop «5 5 nes, . 

given him Craig, Thy 2 lite is 7 9 gepos d n 

55605 Se. And then a3 to the'B Aeg forbesting 
Nike are in akrear tg him f. 7 des, we need. only. 

; 155 "of | Procurations, for Y propf 0 fit; Fot as ĩ it Vers: | 

by appears that there” is a great Summ owing, | him, ſo it is | 

moſt pear chat fie never ſo much as cited, Nig | Je 0 compell d r. 7 

any one ee to pay what he ow'd him of that Kind, | 
Seventh P „ he Premiſes that upon the Firſt ſt Comwegce⸗ 

ment ot. NG whe Bilhop freely and frankly. * ffered "in 

+ hee? ide | ee of any kind ha Year! receiv'd_than, ought 

to haye been paid, „, he, would readily, teſtore it to - thoſe from 

whom it had been taken; which is a Plain. Argument (and might 

have farisfiad even be. worſt Enemies) that it any "eater ecs 

had been claim'd than ſhould, it was elch r. through Ig norance, or miſ- 

information the Regiſter ani his Brox 8 r, whom. he ane „having 

infor m'd bim, or ey whom be E755 80 1 receve them, might have 

taken more Than, They, were. of } Wh 4.07 ever account- 

ed to him for; I "fay, theſe. aÞpear., ta "the true Reaſons and 

not that he Ace d out. of Covet oulneſ$,. ar. any. Oppreſſi ive deſign. = 
Haring remivd Ache tl 195 50 9 the folly and knavery, Prom p. 

the little Wit, and great Malice, (48 expreſſes i it, of the Writer 176, to p. 

of the Summary Veiw, in what he had faid by way of Preliminary, 186. 

to his Proots of the — s taking vnde fees (Where 
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Ordination, In the _Year 1689 


the Biſhop ( whi 


that he is one to whom no faith © ought''t6 have been 1 


P. 164. 
155, 156. 


ſerve to defame the Biſhop, when at the ſame time he forbearsh 


p. 189, 
190. 


| Biſhop was free. end Simony and Extortion, ſo each of - then 
Swore that he never ſuffer'd more to be demanded or taken aff 


13 He proceeds”. to conſide he 


account. of kim, 


Letters of Orders, Which was all that Was Sworn againſt him; 


. . clarative of their being Admitted: into Orders are two very 
ferent and diſtinet FI and though” the Canon hanna” 


(Org) 


he. Reader may K 8 2 8 755 thin 


Finds; "of died the "Firſt is ei 
dinations. Fot the Proof of neh ehe one — 5 
neſſes. (1 Tama, 'Powel dhe Biſho ſhop's Secretary depoſeth, that at 
He did receive from every or 
who. "ok Ordain'd" 10 5. for lettets'of Orders, and that he did x 
caunt with the Biſbop for the ſald Fees. "og 
(2) Robert W 80 een that during the — IE Wit 
Was a Year and half 5. the: en 

for all letters of Orders. 

(3 9. 2 Plemont,' he! was a Serwund f the Biſhop's 
Six Fears ther Depoſcth, that for that whole tim 


receiv'd for Fecters of Orders, Ten Shillings; 5 To all; ' which th = 


Author, I am now ang has this to ſay. - F 
_ "Firfl, In General, that he remits the Reader to the: Rove 

Sheets for what be had faid there for diſcrediting the Tat 
of Thomas Pawel, where he will find it made ſoffcieat! 


any thing he Swore 95 ainſt the Biſhq L The Reader may find d 
Where many things are ſaid hows 

Malice, Perjury, and ſeveral other Enormous Crimes. Þ 
Secondly, that the Writer of the Veim is very unjuſt in citing cn 
of large Depoſitions of Witneſſes, only what he conceives' my 


mention thoſe things Sworn to, in the ſame Depoſitions, whid 
do derectly Vindicate him from thoſe things which. were alledg 
againſt him. 

For as both Do 72 2 Penne gave upon Oath; that ti 


Fees for Letters of Orders, or Inſtruments of any kind, chan whi 
either Rob. Lucy the Promoter or Mr. Thomas, Son to the late l 
ſhop Thomas, inform'd and declar'd to have been Cuſtomarily þ 
ken and by uſage due; Tnus in Seneral; But more prot 
he obſerves. 

Firft, That the Biſhop was guilty of no fault in taken 10 ff 


For the Admitting any into Orders, and the giving Letters & 


tali 


* * * 4 14 0 12 
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lan, there i no 1 


di race any. man 


"Ig CO” 
45 made that; not only u Celine in Bim, 8 8 
it as I have heard, one of the * it of the 3 which \ he 
aſſumd an Authority of pronouncing againft _ —_ 

making the ſaid Biſhop guilty, only declare. that ſome Þ 
Ignorant, as well, as Malicious, Uarighteouſs a ; 
„. % is another Juſt röfleclon upon the Oe" Proceedin Sy zainft t. 
4 ' Biſhop of St. David's 8 rn 
EE The Second kind of Exceſſive Teas. charg'd by" hag 3ifhop is fer 
| Collations, and the proof of it, oer by che Writer of the Fw 
LK , is this, that the Promoter exhibited Copies of two Tables of 
Snbſcrib'd by the Deputy Regiſter, and two publick Notories, (whi 
many years hung up in the Regiſtery ) in hich the Pees . 
lation are ſaid fo be only 205. and in the other, to be ne en 
than 18's. 8 4. To which our 9 Has rheſe | two  Anfivery 
to make. TENT, 
Firſt, that admitting theſe Copies of the two T ables & Fees, to 
be Authentick aud Genuine, yet inſtead of proving anything . 
gainſt the Biſhop, they only ſerve to demonſtrate the Promoter: 
be an egregious Villain, and that upon-a double account. 
Firſt, becauſe when this Lag was Secretary to his ' Father, be 
 receiv'd far above the propotion mention'd in the Copies of thok 
Tables, as has been prov'd above. e 
Seconaly, becauſe this very Lucy (the promoter) aM the Biſhop, 
that the Fees for Collations were 67. 1 5s. and his Predeveſfors al- 
ways receiv'd, and the Clergy Anciently and Cuſtomatily paid 
much, ſo that if the Biſhop took more then he ought to have doije, 
it was through Zucy's having Treachgrouſly miſinform'd him, and Vi- 
latnouſly mifled- him; which has been alſo prov'd in the foregoing 
; Tages, Only he ſays, he cannot here avoid the making this Refiedtion 

55 (though poſſibly it may by ſome, be thought ſevere) that, cher 
needs no more to diſgrace the whole Judicial proceedings againſt the 
Biſhop of St. David's, than that ſo Scandaleus, and Impudeat a Mil- 
creant,and ſo Treacherous and Notorious a Villain, as Lacy appears tobe 

by what has been ſaid and prov'd of him) ſhould Thave mes 
- Red to be the Promoter in that Cauſe. _ 

Secondly, He Anſwers, that the Copies of the two Tables of 
Fees exhibited by the Promoter, and faid to be due to the Biſhop | 
for Collations; are no ſuch thing as is pretendeg, nor do they | 
in the leaſt relate to what the Biſhop has a- right to take for 
Collations, but only the Chancellour and Regiſter, who formerly 
had Fees out of almoſt every Eccleſiaſtical Inſtrument, as wel 
as the Biſhop: And this the Promoter, and the. Writer of the 
Fiew could not but know, and ts therefore a freſh — of 


T e be concludes that there was no Juſt Ground of pro- 
ceeding againſt” the Biſhop on this account, v8. Collatioſi- fees, and 


effect of Pique, Malice, aud Wicked Partiälit y. 


To which he adds, that if the * Biſhop, had been guilty of this 
Crime laid to his charge; yet his Deprivation on that account was 


2 


> 0 3 * 


FEC 


i only ſuſpended the Biſhop of St. Agaph for Six Months, who had been 
* fauy prov'd Guilty of much greater Crimes, and depriv'd: the Biſhop 


of St. David's, .who 1 | 18 833 1 | 
miaal prowd agaiaſt him. To which he yet adds, that the 135th. 
Canon ſays, that thoſe Fees ſhall be held for Lawfull, which the 


And that he takes his Grace's conſtant Practice, ia his Arch-Bi- 


that they may Lawfully do, but to be as Authengick for their I- 
mitation, as if approv'd under his hand, eſpecially ſince every Arch-Bi- 
op is as much reſtrain'd by the Canons, and Conſtitutions of 


if not greater, ) in the Dioceſs of Canterbury, as they were in 
ae Biſtoprick of St. David's, is not only Notortbuſly known, but 
t is in proof, and was . particularly confirmd by the Depo- 
tion of Mr. Charles Price; Nay, they were more increasd ſince Bi- 
ſnop Laud's time, in the Dioceſs of Camerbury, then in the Biſhop- 
Tick oft. David's, ſince that great Prelate far in that See. From 


reat Judge of the Biſhop. of St. Davids; And to do the Biſhop 
of St. David's right, *twas he that caus d thoſe very Tables of Fees 
o be ſe:rch'd out,andCopies of them to be Hung up in theRegiſtry and 
Conſiſtorial. Court at Brecknock, becauſe of the Complaints made to 


Aimiaitrations, c. (and for which he had adnioniſh'd Lucy the 
romoter, and ſuſpended his DEL: ) and ſurely none can * 


N . AAS. Fr 


\ 1 
” : N 
> 
* 
- ＋ n 
4 * ** 
* * 
1 18 * 
* 
* 
. 


conſequently. his being Froſecuted and Sentenc'd, as he. was the 
very Unrighteous, and Unjuſt, and a direct Treſpaſs againſt the 135th. 


the Metropolitan muſt needs Ack purely out of Spleen and Malice, 
(Gery nakit qualities. in a, Judge, ) as well as Fartiality, ſince he 


ſhoprick, to be not only an Example ſet to his Com-provincials, 


tie Church of England, as the meaneſt Biſhop of the Province is; 
And that the Fees for Collations have been, and ſtill are, as great. -. 


Canon alſe. Fo all that the Canon allows is, that che Offender be 
ſuſpended from his Office for che ſpace of Six Months; ſo thar 


ever ſo much accus d, had nothing Cri- 


20. 


Arch-Biſhop for the time being, ſhall under his Hand” approve; 


p. 202. 


Fence we may ſee the Juſtice, Equity, and Prudence too of the 


him of the exactions of the Chancellour, Regiſter, Cc. For Probates, 
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that theſe Copies do not at all affect the-Biſhop, yet he adds Ex, 


p. 203. 


P. 206. 


the: Biſhop ſo prodigiouſly ſilly, as to. cauſe the hanging > ud m 
Laid Copies in the Court, had he been | Conſcious O OP 
than his due, for the time paſt, or ever intended ſo to do, for 


2 


5 Tn) - 2 


taking mor 
the time to come. But tho”... it. has been made appear already, 
bundanti, as a farther proof of the fame, that the word Judici an. 


nex d to every 2 and particular Sum, mention'd in thoſe Ia. * 
bles of Fees, doth plainly declare them to refer to ſuch Fees as n Segt 
. _ payable in the Conſiſtorial Court, and not to the Biſhop, and beſide Wi Col 
we may obſerve, that the Fees there for Letters of Deacons Order, vas 
are only 3 5. 44. and Letters of Prieſts Orders 6. 8:4. Wheren that 
in both theſe Caſes, the Canon allows the Fees payable to the Biſho WM man 
to be 105, from all which it appears, that the Biſhop is | entirely Wl an 
Innocent, and the Writer of the Yiew has advanc'd nothing in ths their 
Head, but either groſs Equiyocation, or down-right Sophiſtry; Here il 11c1 
olſo he annexes an account how the Promoter, and others cone ill... 
firſt to Conſpire againſt the Biſhop, which the Reader may find in Wl lav 
the | Large Review. LEY | ys F | 7h. hes oo $ OO 4 Th of 
He proceeds to the Examination of what the Author of the Vm vel 
hath further advanc'd in proof of the Biſhop's not confining hin- in 
ſelf to the taking of 6 J. 15. as Fees for everyCollation,which is, thatJon WI 7 
Barnet hath" Sworn that he paid 9 /. 1 f. or 25. more or leſs. for Col. or 
lation Fees, &c. To which he anſwers. a £0320 DD 
Firſt, that the Writer of the View with his wonted malice, à of 
well as inſincerity, has reported this Depoſition of Barnei's in ſo par 
Fradulent and Equivocal a manner, as if he would have the Reader nee 
believe that the foremention'd Sum had been paid to the Biſhop ia 
himſelf, whereas the words of the Depoſition are, that he paid it Ml +. 
to Mr. Slingaly, the Biſhop's then Secretary; ſo that if Barnet hal Will w. 
Sworn true, it would only faſten Extortion on Mr. Sl:ngsby, and not Wl the 
on the Biſhop, fince S/;»g-by has poſitively Sworn, that he never ac- hin 
counted to the Biſhop, for more receiv'd of Barnet for Collation- Ml : ; 
Fees then 6 l. 15. But then, . ; | Cat 
Secondly, Mr. Slingsby has directly contradicted Barnet in this mat- Wi (17 
ter, and hath Depos'd upon Oath before a Maſter in Chanoh, that ga. 


the whole which he receiv'd of the ſaid Barnet, for all the Inſtru 
ments, was only 8/. 1 5, And upon his firſt hearing of himſelf Ac- Pa 


cus'd for the taking 9 /. he offer'd to have Sworn before the Arch Ml fe: 


Biſhop in Lambeth-Hall, that he had neither demanded nor receir'd Ml the 
more than 8 J. 15. But his Grace did not think fit at that time, of 
either to admit his Depoſition, nor ſo much as allow him to be ex- 
amin'd in relation to that affair; For tho' by the Rules of Juſtice N w. 


de ought to have done it, yet theſe. were to be neglected and de- 


parted 
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the ted from, in $ubſerviency to Pique and Revenge. - And all the 
ore 1 of Equity and Wiehtoonlav-were: rather to be ſlighted and 
for WM broken through, than that a Witneſs agaiaft the Biſhop of St. Da- 
dy, Wi «is; ſhould have been ſo affronted in his Grace's Palace, and 


preſence, as to Have it prov'd upon him, that he had per jur'd himſelf. 

Thirdly, He ſays, that it was not for the Fees of a Collation a- 
lone that the ſaid Sum was receiv'd, but it was for "Subſcription, 
Sequeſtration, Relaxation, and a Licenſe to Preach, as well as for 
Collation; and that Barnet paid no more for all theſe, than 8 J. 1 5. 


p. 207 


P · 208. | 


let, as fo far from being an exaction of more from him 
ren than was Legally due, that he was favour'd in having fo little de- 
ſhop WW manded and taken; So that inſtead of the ' Biſhop's being Crimi- 
rely WY cally affected by any thing in Barnet's Depoſition, we have a far- 
ths ther diſcovery of the Unequal and unaccoutable proceeding: of the 
Here BN letropolitan againſt his Lordſhip, in allowing what the faid Bar- 
ome e: Swore to be of any ſignificancy, to the proving him Guilty of 
dn having exacted exceſſive Fees, and alſo the Malice of the Author 
oc the Yew, in defaming the Biſhop in Print, upon fo falſe, as 
ie, well as ſo impertinent an Allegation - And this may ſufficiently ſer ve, 
him- in Anſwer to John Barnet's Depoſition. « © l 

Joi The next Inſtance Alledg'd by the Author of the Vim, in proof 
Col. of the Biſhop's taken exceſſive Fees for Collations is, that he had 
one fo of one John Lloyd; To which that Writer ſays, by way 
c, of Preface, that as it would be endleſs to run through all the 
u ſo particular Inſtances of the "Biſhop's Exactions of that kind, ſo it is 
ader I needleſe, conſidering how many are Crouded into Mr. Powell's laſt 
ſhop WF invocated depoſition ; on which our Author makes theſe two Re- 
id it BY +-4ions. Firſt, He obſerves with how much artificial cunning the 
bad writer of the View ſeeks to cover a Suborn'd Depoſition, under 
1 not i te ſtile of an invocated one; for as Powe! courted Lucy to Bribe 
r A- tim, ſo Lacy bir'd Powel to become a Witneſs againſt the Biſhop, 
c100- e.) in this Gentleman's Modern Phraſe, they mutually invo- 
WM cated one another. Secondly, That no man onght to believe this 
pre Writer, when he intimates that he could have brought more In- 


ſtances againſt the Biſhop if he would, conſidering he has ſhew'd 
io much Rancour, and Malice againft the Biſhop thro' his whole 
Ac⸗ Pamphlet which he has fill'd, not only with Trivial, and Inſigni- 

flant, but apparently falſe, and farged Stories, and would have 


1 


ei d them paſs for proofs of the Articles Exhibited againſt the Biſhop 


— 


time, BY of St. David's, by which Title he ſtiles his Book. © 
- | Having ſaid this, He Addreſſes himſelf to the Examination of 
mice wan the View ſays about this John Lloyd; The Subſtance of which 


is 


p. 210. 


— J 
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a is this, that for the Fees of a Collation to a Living, and à Hort 
| not worth above 40s. Lloyd gave the Biſhop. a Bond of 13 1, 0 
14/. To which vur Author replies. N 
Hit, That all he Alledges about Lloyd, is meerly on the Hey. 
ſay of others, and not upon the Depolition of Lied himſelf, M ” 
the: Perſon upon whoſe Depoſition this Story is grounded, is th ſy 
Famous Edmond Meyrict, of whom enoughthas been ſaid before {c 
for ſhewing that no Credit ought to be given to what either þ 
ſ3ys, or Swears ; : whoſe Malice againſt the Biſhop, as well as hz 
© Veracity, will evidently appear here in this Article, by his Swen. 
ing ſo much at Random, that the Horſe was worth no more th 
40 5. when the Horſe was really ſold by Lloyd for Four Pound aft th 
a Journey. on him, fromCambridsſhire,toCarmarthenſhive : And beſides tm 
Witneſſes Swear to the worth of the Horſe, one, that 5 J. was offer d fi 
him a ſnort time before the Bifhop's ſold him to Lloyd, and the other, tha 
if the Horſe had been his, he would not have fold him for 4 J. 105. 
Secondly, He replies, that the mentioning of the Bond by th 


p. 211. 


Writer of the View, is altogether impertinent; unleſs it be for th V 
diſcovering of Meyrick's Malice, and his own Folly, ſeeing had th Fe 
Bond been for 20 J. yea for an 100/. no guilt could from then ©* 
be. Lodg'd on the Biſhop, unleſs it. had been Specified therein, of 
could be prov'd that it was only for Fees for a Collation, that H 2 
aid Bond had been given; And beſides it has been deposd h Gi 
two Witneſſes, that 31. of the foremention'd Sum had been tk ny 
by the Biſhop. to. Lloyd, and 4 J. more was for the Horſe's Price. BY 
. Thirdly, Ee replies, that the remaining 6 J. 5 s. (the whole Sun BI 
I . .. et S : | | Z | | th 
1 being 131. 5-5. and not 14/. 55. as Meyrick and the Author d 
1 the View would inſinuate,) which Zloyd gave Bond for, was 18 Fe 
only for. Fees for a Collation, but alſo for a Sequeſtration, Rel 
4 ation, Diſpenſation, and a Licenſe to Preach ;. wherein as Lidl Wn 
i ſtead of having been illegally exacted upon, was conſiderably f- 
W vour'd by the Biſhop, thro' his not demanding more, ſo it m 55 
i not be amiſs farther to. obſerve, that the ſame Bond having be 85 
7 taken in the name of Thomas Powel (and not in the -Biſhop's o a 
N the ſaid Powel never paid nor accounted to his Lordſhip for i 1 
and this is the rather mention'd, becauſe as it Furniſhes us witl! 85 
. freſh Evidence, of the Fraud, and Vilany, of that brib'd, ( or f = 
| the Modern Phraſe invocated, ) Witneſs of the Promoter; 6 | : 
1 does likewiſe ſerve to vindicate the Biſhop from being that Cove ** 
1 Perſon his Enemies have endeavour'd to repreſent him to be. bu 
8 Our Author makes yet a further Reply to this Article, but wi : | 
i b. 213. has been already faid. on it, may ſuffice for this Epitome. He 76 — 


Cc 


4 
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VVV 5 | 
ceeds ts What the Writer of the Ve farther accuſes the Blittiop p. 219. 
of, in his having*rak'd together vaſt Sums of unjuſt gain, by the 
taking of Exorbitant, and Illegal Fees for Collations, which he ſays, 
may in ſome Meaſure be conceivd from what Malter Watkins an- 
ſwers to an Interrogatory, viz. That the Biſhop uſually remov'd _ 
ſeveral Perſons to ſeveral Livings upon the Vancancy of the Firſt; 
to which our Author has ſeveral things to ſay; One is, That the 
Writer of the View has very Defectively, and Treacherouſly gi- 
ven us an account of Mattints Depoſition. For whereas, by his Rela- 
tion of it, the Reader might reckon that Warkins had Sworn, that 
the Biſhop uſually remov'd ſeveral Perſons to ſeveral Livings up- 
on the Vacaney of the Firſt, in order to his Raking together vaſt 
sums of unjuſt gain, (and without that, there would be nothing 
Criminaf in je-. 8 05 R 
Yet Watkins Swore no ſuch thing, but on the contrary, as de- 
clar'd expreſly on Oath, that he knew nothing of that, (5. e.) 
Whether the Biſhop's making theſe removes, was becauſe of the 
Fees for Collations, which would unavoidably come on that ac- 
JJV. 1 OO yo 
| The next thing our Author obſerves is, that the whole Allegati- 
on is wholly Romantick, as well as Impertinent, and inſtead of 
Criminally affecting the Biſhop, does only diſcover the Ignorance, 
and Malice of the Writer of the View; for which he gives this 
undeniable reaſon, Namely, that it never was, nor could be in the 
Biſhop's power to remove any perſon from one Living to ano- 
ther, except eitheir on the Deſire, or upon the Conſent of that 
Perſon : And the Biſhop is poſitive that he never remoy'd any, 
unleſs at the inſtance of the Perſons, who for conveniency or 
advantage defir'd it; And therefore he adds, that had not this 
Writer forfeited his Judgment, as well as Conſcience, and renounc'd 
good Senſe, as well as Probity, he would never have made uſe p. 217. 
of this, as an Argument for defaming the Biſhop. - ; -M 
The: Writer of the View goes on te charge the Biſhop on this 
Head, by giving one inſtance of it, viz. That upon his Collating 
Mr. Phillips to Aberedom, (which by the way, the Biſhop did upon 
the Interceſſion of Sir Rowland Gwyn, who has ſince rewarded him, 
by doing him all the il] Offices he could,) he made the ſaid Philips 
reſign two Benefices which he was then poſſes'd of; To which 
our Author ſays, that Aberedow being the very beſt. Rectory in 
the Biſhop's Collation, th: Biſhop did but his duty in this, and 
ougat rather to be commended, than reproach'd for it ;. And that 
the ſaid Phillips has depos'd on Oath, to his own voluntary reſign- 
ing of the two Livings, one of which was (upon the Interceſſion 


- 


of /the fore mention'd gratefull Sir New, Gwyn, ) confer upon 1. 


(bees), 


remiab Criſſeh (Who in requital thereof, and of many other Off 
5 of Friendſhip, has declar d himſelf to be his Lordſhip's moſt Ma- 
licious and Revengefull Enemy,) and the other, without any Inter. 


ceſſion upon a Perſon who had no Benefice, but Judg'd every way 
qualified for the having one. . 
To all which he adds, that the ſaid Philips, Rector of Abereden, 


has in a depoſition of his own, given a Fair and Juſt Charater 


» 46s. 


of the Biſhop, and therefore could not Harbour any ill thoughts 


of the Biſhop on this Score; But this ſtill ſhews what an odd 


» 


man, to ſay no worſe, this Writer of the Viwe is. 
Who goes on to charge the Biſhop for not regarding the ſing 
value of the Preferments he beſtow'd, and leſlening his Fees accord: 
ingly, which he proves by the Teſtimony of one Edward Gwyn, 


That for his Inſtruments and Collation to a Prebend of about 40. 


per Annum, reſerv'd Rent he paid-51..115. And for Inſtruments, 


and Collation to a Prebend of about 7 Nobles per Anzum, he 


| paid-3/. and that the Biſhop ſaid, he therein us'd the ſaid Gry 


kindly. Now tho? this appears at firſt ſight, to every man commonly 


skill'd in theſe matters, to be a very ſenſeleſs Accuſation, and to have 
nothing Criminal in it, and ſo to need no anſwer, yet our Author 


ſays ſeveral things to it, which I ſhall briefly recapitulate. 
Firſt, that according to his uſual method of curtailing Depoſition, 
the Writer of the View has again Treacherouſly . omitted a Princi- 


pal part of this. For this Gwyn has Sworn to the Character of the Biſhop; 

and particularly, that he believes the Biſhop would not be Guilty of 
Simony on any account whatſoever, yea moreover he Swears, that 

the Biſhop had Freely and Frankly beſtow'd ſome Prefermets on him 

the ſaid Gwyn, without ſo much as propoſing to have any Reward, 

or acknowledgment, either directly, or indirectly, and that he had 

reaſon to believe his Lordſhip had done ſo by others, on whom he 

p. 21> he conferr'd Preferments. 2 3 


Secondly, That the Writer of the Virw in this Allegation, betrays 


i his Egregious Ignorance, as well as ſhews his wonted hatred and Wl 
0 Malice, in that the meaſure in which Fees are to be paid, is not WF 
ordain d to be in proportion to the value of the Benefices, to which 
Collat ĩons and Inſtitutions are Granted, but in conſideration of ſuch Wh ' 


and ſuch Inſtruments, be the value of the Livings more or leſs, and oy 

were it otherwiſe, it would be too much in the Powers of Biſhops to _ 

be as Arbitrary as they pleas'd in their demands and Exactions of vl 

Po 220. that kind. | | ; . 


Thirdly, cy 


by endeavouring to prove the Biſhop guilty of exacting Illegal and 


| exceſſive Fees, by inftances which prove the Biſhop that took 


leſſer Fees than he was entituled to. For in the former inſtance, as 
inſtead of 6 l. 1 5. the cuſtomary Fees, the Biſhop took but 5 J. 11 5. So in 


the Biſhop might both with great Modeſty and Juſtice, tell Gwyz ( as 
the Writer of the Yew. repors it) that he had usd him very kind- 
ly; our- Author adds alſo Fourthly, and Fifthly, two other particu- 
lars of this Writer's diſingenuity and falſchood, to impoſe. on, and 


only of the reſerv'd Rents of thoſe Prebends, but has ſaid nothing 


of the value of the Corps of the Prebent of Boxghrood, and of the 
value as well as Privilege of having a Curſal Prebend in the Church 


temptible ſoever the Reſerv'd Rents ſeem to be. To all which he 


| adds, that however enriching this - unfaithful relation of matters 
of Fact, may have prov'd to this. Mercenary Writer, or how great- 


ful it may have been to the Metorpolican, becauſe of its agreeing 
ſo well with the manner. of his Grace's Juriſditive proceedings, yet 
it muſt needs greatly provoke, as well as offend thoſe who expected 
a true Narrative of what had been in proof againſt, and for the Bi- 
ſhop of St. David's, but inſtead thereof, have Lies and Falſehoods 
obtruded upon them. 1 EE 


The View gives another Inſtance on this head, of not regarding 


to a Vicarage, and obliged him to quit a Beneficial Prebend, and take an- 


therwiſe the Biſhop would not give him the Vicarage. 


n » the former, yet. our Author has ſeveral freſh things to 
ay to this: © 2 85 | 

, He begs the Reader to be mindfull, that the Perſon that 
wears to all this, is Jeremiah. Griffith, whoſe Character has been 


eri in any thing he either Says, or Swears, as being not only 


-<counts, too Infamous to have credit given him againſt any Ferſon, 
er a any Court whatſoever. | — | 


- 
1 
[1 


% 


im to take a Collation, &c. He hath therein Sworn falſely; for 
. es not in the Biſhop's power, either to make him reſign one 
*122% or force him to accept of a Collation to another, without 


Thirdly, That the Author of the em makes himſelf Ridiculous; 
the latter, inſtead of 6 /. 1 s. the due Fees, the Biſhop took but 3. So that 
miſlead his Reader, the laſt of which is, that he has taken notice 


of St. David's, both which render thoſe Preferments very deſirea- 
ble, and of advantage to thoſe who have them, how ſmall and con- 


ſmall Livings, and, vis. That the Biſhop Collated Jeremiah Griffith 


other without a Corps, (for which he paid the uſual Collation-Fees ) o- 


ie Viſhop's avow'd and malicious Enemy, but alſo on many other 


p. 224. 


Now though the foregoing Anſwer. may as well ſerve: for this 
en before, and who appears to be one who onght- not to be 


ene, Whereas this Griffth, has Sworn, that the Biſhop oblidg'd 


2 


\ 


" SD | my, T 
5 his own Conſent, ſo Griffith does too well underſtand what is for hs 


* > 
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advantage to have ever done it, had not he known how. gainful it 1 
would prove to him; nor will any Man be ſurpriz'd, ſays our Au- E 
thor, at Griſith's having Perjur'd himſelf in that particular, if they 1 

do but obſerve with what impudence he hath Sworn to another t 
moſt notorious Falfehood in the ſame Depolition, viz. That he waz | 
fo far from looking, upon Lucy the Promoter to be the Biſhop's En- | 

emy, that he doth believe he has been one of his beſt Friends, and WF c 

that he had never heard him uſe any Scurrilous Language towards 0 

the 'Biſhop, as he can Remember, whereas not only Lacy's enmity . F 
againſt the Biſhop ' had been openly declar'd, and was pubilckly 1 
known, but his having alſo ſpoken all the ill things imaginable. of t 
his Lord ſhip, by which he could hope to render him Infamous, hath £ 
been fully prov'd hy the Teſtimony and Oath of many Witneſſes of C 
unqueſtionable Reputation. 5 8 a 
Thirdly, He ſays the Biſhop beſtow'd the Vicarage on Griffith upon p 
his earneſt and importunate deſire and Solicitation, arid Griſſih re. 
ſign'd a Prebend remote from the Vicarage for one in that ſame Pariſh, e 
And if Griffith would not be ſatisfied without the Vicarage, he ought to 0 
be contented with the Prebend belonging to the ſame place, where t 
the ſaid Vicarage lay; nor can any other feaſon be aſſign'd ( ſays our 1 
Author ) for Griffich's complaining of the Biſhop's making him re- P 
ſign one Benefice, when he beſtow'd two upon him, unleſs it be that b 
' his Lordſhip would not allow him to Monopolize too many conſider- Q 
able Preferments, which as he was Covetous enough to deſire and q 
aim at, ſo he is ſufficiently Luxurious to waſt Riotouſly on him- t. 
ſelf alone, what many would be thankful to have divided among 00 


them as a competent Maintenance; and conſidering that he enjoy d 

beſides the Prebend of Boxghrood, the Rectory of Diſſerth, and the Free: r 
School of Brechnook, &c. It was rather a fault in the Biſhop to be- fi 
ſtow another Living on him, without his reſigning more of his Pre. mM 


ferments than that one Prebend, and yet the parting with it appears W 
to be one great cauſe of his Malice againſt the . Biſhop. al 
Fourthly, He ſays, there's reaſon to believe that the Prehend of Llarſar- 0 
fread is worth much more per Annum, than Griffith hath Sworn, ſince the n 
great Tithes are not annex'd to the Vicarage,nor otherwiſe impropriated, F 


it cannot be conceiv'd, but they muſt belong to, and be the Corps of f 
the Prebend, which however it be, the Biſhop had then (and ſtill WWF * 


5 has) grounds to believe they are ſo; fo that nothing appears by 6 
| this Inſtance, but the impertinency and folly of the Author of the 8 


View, which we often meet with, and a new detection of the ſaid 
Griffith. The Author of the Yew is pleas'd to ſay that he cannot Bi. 
figiſh this head, till be has acquainted the Reader with * 


P. 228. 
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| ſtrange Extortions of his Lordſhip z- the Firſt of which in ſhort is this: 
That one David Lewis depoſeth that he paid Mr. Powel 40 6. for the 
Biſhop's uſe for a Diſpenſation for Non Reſidence.— To which our Au- 
thor ſays, s e r 7 op on os 
Erf, Phat David L:wis ought not to be credited in what he hath 
here Depos'd, in that he Swore his having paid 135. 4 4. for pro- 
curations at the Triennial Viſitatior, when in truth he paid not 
one Penny to the Biſhop, or for his ute; For though he had 13 5. 44. 
| Extorted from him, yet it is fit the Reader ſhould know, that it was 
Lucy the Promoter who cheated him of that Money, under the pre- 
tence of making him pay for Exhibition-Fees : but Lucy by being en- 
gag'd in ſo meritorious a Service as to become Promoter in the Pro- 
ceſs againſt the Biſhop, was not only to have his Crimes conniv d 
at, but the Biſhop muſt likewiſe bear the reproach and ſuffer the 
puniſhment of his Villanies. | : „ 
Secondly. It appears by Thomas Pomel's Depoſition, that he account- 
ed with the Biſhop but for 135. 4 d. the true Fees for a Diſpenſati- 
on, and therefore if Lewis paid more, or (as he Swears) 40 -. for 
the ſame to Pewel, *twas Powel cheated him, and not the Biſhop; 
But our Author ſays, tho' jr may be indifferent to him whether the 
Perjary lies at Lewis's door, or the Extortion at Powel's (they being 
both Brethren in Iniquity, yet he declares he believes that in this 
caſe Lewis Swore falſely, becauſe Lewis had alſo laſtrumeats of Se- 
queſtration and Relaxation, and paid the 405. for them all, which was 
the due Fee, however be it between them, the Biſhop is not con- | 
cern'd ſince he receiv'd but 13 5s. 4 4. for his diſpenſation, __ 
The next ſtrange Extortion the Writer of the Yiew makes ſuch a a | 
rother about, is a wonderful one - indeed, in ſhort this. The Bi- 
top did not think fit to unite two Churches that were diſt inct, but 
made the Clerk pay for two Inſtitutions as has been done before (of 
which he gives feveral Inſtances, three at leaſt ) and 13s. 4 4. for 
an Inſtrument of Ugion : Now this, I confeſs is a very ſtrange ſort 
of a Crime: For our Author ſhews at large that the Biſhop could +: 
not, and ought not to do any otherwiſe then he. did, and took leſs 3 
Fees of the Clerk than he might have legally demanded; He ſhews al- 5 
ſo at large how the Law ſtands as to Unions, Conſolidations, and Plu- 
ralities, and that the Biſhop took but 13 5.4 d. for that Inſtrument, for 
which in the Dioceſs of Norwich, the Clerk pays 3, 4, or 5 J. 1 ſhall 
refer the Reader who would have a full and Satisfactory account of 
this mat er to our Author who treats of it. | from p. 
Upon the whole he preſumes to ſay, that admitting all that was 232, to 
Depos d againſt the Biſhop of St. David's was true (which we have P. 24 5. 
Thew'd nothing was ) yet that would not have Juſtified the my Bi- 
| 1 | | oÞp's 


be given in any thing, that he Swears; and yet the Writer of the 


2. 449. 


and ſome others call'd Spiritual Lords in the Houſe of Peers, and 


ronage, that fo he might be render'd incapable o 


that the Biſhop deliver'd to him a Book of Procurations to Tranſcribe, 
in which there were ſeveral Alterations of Figures; Now the Writer 


greater, or leſſer, tho? it may eaſily be Collected, that they were 


Viſitation 1691, demanding of him 115. for his Vicarage of Hay, be 


on of Barnet as Vicar of Hay. To which our Author fays in _ 


* a 
$4 


on ſuch trivial Accuſations would make an unbiaſed man ſuſpect that 
though theſe offences were aſſign'd as the cauſe of it, yet the true 
reaſon was, his ſo often diſſenting from, and oppoſing his Grace, 


therefore *rwas reſolv'd to have the Biſhop of St. David's Deposd 

from his Eprfcopal Dignity, and conſequently e from his Ba. 
contradicting them 

in Parliamentary debates, and diſſenting from them by his Vote. 


Manet alis mente repoum Judicium. 


And a little after he takes notice of a very remarkable ſaying of 
a Temporal Lord, that if it were not for the Biſhop's ( 7. e. the Ma. 
jority of them) they ſhould be able to fave the Church of England. 

The next thing the Author of the Viem Slanders the Biſhop for is, 
his having oppreſs'd the Clergy in taking exceſſive Procurations, of 
which he pretends te give three Inſtances, which he introduces with 
the Depoſition of one William Jones, a diſearded Revengeful Servant of 
the Biſhop's, who is prov'd to have Sworn contradictorily ( in ano- 
ther caſe S © one and the ſame thing, and therefore our Author ſays, 
ought to be look'd on as a Perjur'd wretch, to whom no Faith ſhould 


Viem hath both Fraudulently reported, and injuriouſly wreſted and 
perverted this Jones's Depoſition. The . purport of which is this, 


of the View would fain perſuade his Readers that the Alterations 
were greater, whereas Jones Swears no ſuch thing, but on the 
contrary, that he could not tell whether the Alterations were 


leſſer, becauſe the aforeſaid Book, being a Copy of that which the 
Promoter gave to the Biſhop, at his Primary Viſitation, for his lu- 
fruQion in the Procurations he was then to receive, and the Procurs- 
tions at the Triennial Viſitation were only to be half ſo much, it ws 
neceſſary and very prudent Conduct in his Lordſhip to have an Alters 
tion made in theFigures,for thepreventing the taking more than was due. 

Having diſpatch'd this introductory Depoſition of Joness, our Al- 
thor examins the three pretended inftances of exceſſive Procurations, 
of which the firſt is that John Barnet Swears that Mr. Jones, at the 


told the Biſhop that but 5. 6 4. were his due, but the Biſhop told 
him he muſt pay whole Procurations, ſince it was his Primary Vilitatt 
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that he has already in the foregoing papers diſabled Bænet from being 


a Credible Witneſs in any thing whatſoever, becauſe he Perjur'd him- 
ſelf in a former Depoſition, But more particular, 
_ Firſt, That upon a peruſal of the .1 37%. Canon, our Author does 
not ſee, but that the Biſhop at the Triennial Viſitation had a right to 
demand full Procurations of every one admitted to à new Living, 
- notwithſtanding the ſame perſon had, at the former Viſitation paid 
full Procurations for ſome other Living, at leaſt the. Words of the 
Canon are ſo doubtfully expreſs'd, that any other Biſhop as well 
as he of St. David's might have put ſuch a Conſtruction upon it, with- 
out being cenſur'd for it: And the Biſhop acted fo fairly as to Read 
that Canon upon which he grounded his demand, to the Clergy, and 
before he took the full Procurations he had the conſent and approbation 
of the Wiſeſt, as well as of the moſt of his Clergy. , 
Secondly, That it ought to be reckon'd an undeniable Evidence that 
his Lordſhip was far from deſigning to Oppreſs his Clergy by taking 
exceſſive Procurations, in that. it appears there is above 50 J. owing to 
him for thoſe Dyes, and yet he never ſued, nor ſo much as cited any 
Perſon into the Court for the payment of them, ſo that he who could 
diſpenſe with the loſs of what was legally due to him, would certainly 
never be an Oppreſſor of any; it being as impoſlible that the. merciful 


P. 253» 


ſhould be unjuſt, as it is to reconcile Contradictions; and though it has 


been charg'd on the Biſhop, that he had in thoſe ways Rak'd together 
_ vaſt sums of unjuſt Gain, yet our Author ſays, that upon the. beſt 
Enquiry, he has been able to make into his whole Behaviour and Con- ; 


duct in theſe and the like affairs, he may truly affirm that the Biſhop 


did not become ſo rich, as he is: faid to be, by any oppreſſive, way of 


geting, but awiſe andFrugal way of ſpending, as has been intimated before. 


Th:idly, He ſays, that the 115. which was demanded of Barnet was 


never yet paid, what ever he paid, or Exhibition-Fees, which as the Ca- 
non makes to be due at all Viſitations, fo are more eſpecially and un- 
deniably due, when Letters of Inſtitution and Induction are to be ex- 
hibited the firſt time, and ſign'd by the Regiſter which was Barnet's 
Caſe with reſpect to this Vicarage of Hay, x. —_ 
Fourthly, He adds that Barnet was ſo much indebted to the Biſhop 

. ſince the-Primary Viſitation for Procurations for his Living of Clyrow, 
as made the Sum at the Triennial (even upon ſuppoſition that he was 
not 09:ig'd to pay above half Procurations then) amount to the 11 5. 
"which he doth ſay was not receiv'd of him. And that it was uſual 
wirn the Biſhop to give his Welch Clergy credit fer theſe Fees, and 


{17-r them to be in- Arrear, appears in that there is ſtill above 5350 l. 


0:ving to him on that account. Theſe: Anſwers our Author gives to 
this firſt Inſtance of Exceſſive Procurations, two of which he ſays 
ä e "26 wal 
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will ſerve as replies to the ren Depobcions on this Head. 


The next of which is, That the famous Jeremiah Griffith, Depoſeth 
that he paid at the Trienial Viſitation donble Procurations for a 
Vicarage and a Prebehd. To which,  _ OE. 
Firſt, Our Author deſires the Reader to remember what has been before 
ſaid to render this wicked man Griſſth, a very incompetent Witness 


in this, or any other Caſe. 


Seconaly, Alſo to call to mind what has been newly ſaid of the 135th. 
Canon, on which the Biſhop grounded his demand; and he affirms. 
Thirdly, That Griffth in reality never paid full. Procurations, as 
Vicar nor Prebendary, ſince there had been one third of what he paid 
in arrears for the ſaid Prebend, ſince the Primary Viſitation, and as for 
the Vicarage, he Swore falſely in that part of the 15 5. he paid was 
for Fees of a Reſignation, which he ow'd to the Biſhop; ſo that in. 
ſtead of his Lordſhip's being prov'd guilty of Extortion by any thing 


in this Depoſition, we have only further Evidence both of the Ma- 


T. 256, 


lice of the Witneſs and the Writer of the View; to which our Au- 
thor adds, that whoever enquires narrowly into this, as well as other 
Branches of the Juridical procedure againſt the Biſhop, will be ſtill fur- 
ther convinc'd that ſome people thought it no part of their Duty to 
Examine whether the things whereof he was accus'd were true, but 
whether they would ſerve to Aſperſe and Blacken him; and there- 
fore ſuch who had vow'd Revenge againſt the Biſhop, (as Griffith par- 
ticularly had) were Enconrag'd in ſaying all the ill of him they pleas'd, 
without being in danger of meeting with rebukes, for their Lies and Per- 
ries. | | . 
7 The Third and laſt Inftance on this Head is of one Henry Rogers, 


who Swears, that he paid by the Biſhop's order to his Servant 95. 
whereas he ought to have paid but 4s. 64. f 


Now here our Author firſt refers his Reader again to the Canon 
which allows it. But Secondly, he obferves that which he ſays will 
detract from all the Depoſitions given againſt the Biſhop of St. David's, 
and that is, that this very Rogers has Sworn to Lucy the Promoter's 


having Endeavour'd (at the Metropolical Viſitation at Cardigan 1694 ) 


to Suborn him to be a Witneſs againſt the Biſhop, by telling him 
that his Living was ſmall, and that as he needed not eſteem himſel 
indebted to the Biſhop, for ſo ſmall a matter. And that the Arch- 
Biſhop would take notice of ſuch as would inform againſt his Lord- 
ſhip; and alſo that Lacy had in effect menac'd him, to Depoſe againſt 
the Biſhop, by threatning that they who would not then declare the 


truth, ſhould have a Journey to Lender, as ſure as God was in Glo- 


ceſter; the meaning of which general words of Carſſing, and Menacing 
is ſo obvious, that no man of Senſe can miſs diſcovering 2 
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phted with threats. 


1 thatthey who would not be Suborn'd by Promiſes, were to be 


xciv'd of him, for Procurations than what he ought to have paid; 
u it ſhould be reſtor d him, which ſhews how ſincere: the Biſhop, 
s in the offer he made at the beginning of the Proceſs, that though 
e had never demanded, nor taken higher Fees, of any kind then as 


te was inform'd by his Regiſter, he Legally. might, yet that in caſe 


aid of them, above what they were oblig'd by Law and Cuſtom, 
to haye paid; which is a full Vindication of his Lordſhip, from having 


ie Procurations. + + 4 Sg + 
bath, He anſwers that the 9 s. paid at the Triennial Viſitation, 
i the Procuration Fees that he was in Arrear for, from the time 


e) paid the Procurations, which were due at the Triegnial. 

And thus our Author ends the Examination of theſe things charg'd 
1 the Biſhop, and ſays he has fully Vindicated himfrom all the fore - 
ping aſperſions caſt upon him. | 1 
The next thing which falls under his Conſideration is, the Sin of 
on) — (Faxlo Majora canamns— ) Which the modeſt Author of the 


zinſt the Biſhop, to have been committed by him in many Inſtances, 
lich before our Author proceeds to Examine, he r things 
vy of Preliminaries, whereby we may come the better to under- 
ule in all Ages, for the preventing of it, and how ſuch. who were 
and Guilty of it, have by the Laws of Chriſtian Nations, as well as 
the Canons of the Church, been order d to be Puniſn d, which the 
lader may find, which is all I ſhall fay to it here, having a 


Kinning of which our Author ſays, the Writer of the Yiew both 
ders and Falſifies, for whereas he ſays the Simony was commit- 
(by the Biſop in many Inſtances, yet in the next words he is forc'd 


eld in Commendam in Cambridgſhire ſo that though two are too 
| 8 es Ff 


dien was the muſtring up of Witneſſes. by fair means and by foul, 


71dly, He obſerves that this Rogers. himſelf Swears, that one Mr. 
el was order'd by Mr. Priſe to tell him, that if any more had been 


te mould by the ſaid. Information have been miſlead to the Claim- 
ing of greater Fees than. he ought to have done, he would be ready 
to make full Reſtitution to every Perſon of whatſoever had been re- 
ny thought of oppreſſing his Clergy, by taking from them Excef- 
his Primary Viſitation z when by Law and Uſage; ſo much was to 
we been taken from him, neither. did he in 1691 (nor has he erer 


my View is pleas'd to affirm was not only charg'd, but proy'd 


nd the nature of this Crime, and know what Proviſions have been 


ud co haſten to the great proofs which are to be Examin'd. In the 260 to P- 


 aknowlege that all the Simonies whereof the Biſhop is ſo much 
Accus d, do either relate to his Nephew Mr. Aledley, or the Living 


P. 259 


from p. 
269 - 


2 506 


mmeb, yet theſe can't be properly ſaid to be many: As to Mr. A 


3% 


the Writer of the View premiſes that though the Biſhop: beſtowd c 
him many conſiderable Preferments, yet he complain'd of want of Me 


ney. and was diſtrub'd and Melancholy, and heard to wiſh he ha 7 
ſtaid at his Curacy in Yorkſhire, worth about 30l. or 40 J. per Annu 125 
concerning all which our Author alſo Premiſe. deln 
Hi, That it does fully appear by the Teſtimones upon Oath e ! 
many Witneſſes of unqueſtionable Reputation, that the Biſhop d . 
not only on all occaſions declare his abhorrence of Simony, but th 7 
he did both rebuke ſome of his Relations, for making Propoſals 1 LS 
him that had a tendency that way, and, that he did alſo refuſe an x bat! 
vantagious Match for one of his Necies, becauſe there was ſomethi dne 
overtur'd in order thereunto, which might be conſtrued to have Wes, 
* ried a Simoniacal Air in it. £7121 035 OR 5 Wy; 
Secondly, That the Taid Mr. Medley, is a perſon of ſuch remark jy Lc 
and known Virtue, Probity. and Piety, that he would have choſen rief 
ther to have Starved, then come into any Eccleſiaſtical Benefice, | 24 
ways and means that were Sinful and Criminal; and this Religion w. 
Character of him, is given not only by thoſe whom the Biſhop jr hy co 
duc'd for witneſſes, of which there are at leaſt 13, but alſo by many”. 
he Promoter's. Witneſſes, as William Jones Gent. John Barnet, Wal 29 
Watkins, John Philips, William Harris, and even Jeremiah Griffith, u Keel 
Swears him to be a man of a ſtri& Life and Converſation, very c Cola 
ritable, an Honeſt Man, and upright in his dealings, and a Man yence: 
Conſcience. _— n bet 
Having premis d theſe things, which he takes to be very Subſerrie.... 
towards the Vindicating the Biſhop, from whatever he has been aſpe Le 
with, by reaſon of the Preferments he beftow'd on Mr. Medley, Bil ©. 
deſtows two Reflections on the Author of the Yiew, firſt to reprelghl...... 
him as an ill Man, and unfaithful Writer, and the ſecond to expoſe | the B 
as one extremely Ignorant, and this he does. And then, he make ot 
diſtinct reply to what the Writer of the Yiew had before ſuggelt T. 
to inſinuate Simony in Mr. Medley, that notwithſtanding his gri iche! 
Preferments, he was not Gay, but Melancholy, to which oY three 

- Firſt, Our Author ſays, this may be refolv'd into a Man's nat; 
Conſtitution, and they muſt be very ill Philoſophers as well :s no gc art 
Chriſtians Y who from one Man's not being ſo pleaſant and Joc this ] 
as his Neighbonrs, do take upon them to conclude, that the * Fel 
is. Loaded with an apprehenſion and Senſe of Guilt, which hoon. - 
im from being Merry, iich 
35 Seconaly, As to Gayety, our Author ſays, he does not find 27 fring 
is one of the Qualifications requir'd in thoſe who are admitte ear 


"Holy Orders, but rather ſomething not very r econcileable with it, a Cy 


ct. paul tells both Timothy and Tituc, that the Miniſters of the Goſs" | 
el ſhould be Sober and Grave. = — ORR IT 1 
4 Thirdly, That Mr. Aedley was not ſo Gay in his Humour as Aey- P. 282. 
i, and others of the Promoter's Witneſſes, may be aſerib'd to Mr. 
Medley's temperate way of Living, in compariſon of theirs, and par- 
icularly to his not being a Frequenter of Taverns and Tipling-Houſes,- 
jor ſo liberal a Drinker of Wine and ſtronge Beer, as other Gentle- 
gen allow themleives 20” be.” © © TSS TP A CR, | 

furthly and Laſtly, it has been Bepos'd by ſeveral Witneſſes con- 
cerning the true cauſe of his Melancholy, one of which affirms upon Oath 
that he's morally aſſur d the Melancholy into which Mr. Medley fell for 
dme time, proceeded from a Cauſe very Foreign to Simony. And 
Mrs. Flixabeth Hyde Depos'd poſitively on Oath, that his Melancholy 
was Ooccaſion'd by the death of a Gentlewoman, whom he had entire- 
Fea Y Lov'd, and intended to have Married, and that it was through 
ſen! Grief and Sorrow for her Deceaſe, that he became ſo, and not becauſe 
lee er 2oy Simoniacal Tranſactio ns. . 
Ugo which plainly accounts for his wiſhing he had ſtaid in Torkſhire, for 
. y continuing there, he had not been acquainted with this Gentle wo- 


an d 
ethic 
Ve 


ena, whoſe Death had occaſion'd his trouble and Melancholy. And 8 
s for Mr. Medley's complaining of the want of Money, he anſwers 1 
oh breifly, but fully, that thoſe complaints were made ſoon after his being 
| Collated to hisBeneficeswhich no man who conſiders the unavoidable ex- 
lan f r-nces incident to long Journies and removes, beſides the charges neceſſa 
ih attending men's firſt coming to Preferments, as Fees, Tenths, firſt- 
As Fraizs, Cc. can at all wonder at; beſides Mr. Afecaley was much in debt 
Ipe tefore,, as d erte. | | 
4% WM Our Author having diſpatch'd theſe Premiſes proceeds, to conſider P. 286. 
breiterer bas been alſedg'd by the Writer of the Yew for rendering 
e Ne Biſhop Guilty of Simony; and the firſt thing offer'd is a Depoſiti- 
abe of Thomas Powel ; The Subſtance of which is this, 
gel bat the Biſhop collated Mr. Medley to the Prebend of Clyday, in 
ide Month of May 1688. and that he continued Prebendary thereof 
"three years, during which time, the ſaid Powel receiv'd the Rent of it 
* wi. 15 J. er Aunum, and pail it to the Biſhop by his Order, and alſo 15 J. 


'part of the fine paid by Edmond Meyrick the Tenant for, renewing 
dis Leaſe. In anſwer to all which our Author. | | 
Frjt, Beſeeches the Reader to beſo Juſt to himſelf, as to call to mind N 
tie account and Character already given of Powe! by the Author, p. 154. Oc. 
"ich is very much confirm'd by his directly For- ſwearing and Per- 
di fring himſelf in this very Depoſition newly recited; for there he 
„ ofcars poſitively that the Biſhop Collated Mr. Medley to the Prebend 
wa (i Cyddy in May 1688. and afterwards that he Collated him 7 — | 
| Th by gt wy | r 


* 279 · 


. 293. 


p. 42. 


Arch -Deconry of St. David's voided by death, after Mithatlmaſs 160; 
for only two years and a half, and yet Powel Swears 
Rents for three years. Behold an Evidence ſtuff d with Contradidin 


Writer of the View, and this Powe/? This is a freſh proof how ind. 


Sharper (i. e.) ſuch a diſhoneſt Man, as that he would be ready t. 


Tay! 


by reaſon whereof the ſaid Prebend of Clyddy became aftaally void 
by which it appears, that Mr. Medley continued Prebendary of Chad 
he receiv'd th 


and Perjury! And what a Character does this give us, both of th, 


vertenly, and how much at Random the one wrote, and the oth; 
Secondly, Tho” Powel Swears that he paid the Honey to Nh — 
by his order, yet it does not amount to a proof that it was 0 
ceiv'd for the Biſhop's uſe, nay that is was not applied to Mr. Medley 
uſe, appears not only, by diverſe. Depoſitions upon. Oath. before 
the Metropolitan, but alſo before a Civil Judge at the Aſa 
at Carmarthen, to which he adds another reply x. 


Thirdly, That forasmuch as the Biſhop might know. feyric , to be fuck 


* 


cheat him, with reſpe& to the quantity as well as the quality, (Mr do 
Medley little knowing the World. or underſtanding Coyn ) his Lord: and 
ſhip therefore-in great Prudence order'd Powel to receive it, . I 
To all which he adds another Inſtance of the fraudulent Sweating Bil 
of Powel, and the inſincere writing of the Author of the Yiew. Bu 1 
enough of that. 5 „ os.” and 
The next Depoſition is of Meyrick himſelf, to the ſame ſtory of tie A 
Biſhop's ordering the Fine as above, to be paid to Powel ; now here 1 
Firſt our Author reminds the Reader of the Character given of 1 * 
rick, before which makes him too Infamous to have been admitted 1 © + 
Witneſs againſt any Perſon whatſoever, and more eſpecially. again * 
the Biſhop of St. David's. on 8. 
Secondly, This very Depoſition of his, is enough to give us fuller A ©> 
ſurance that no Credit ought to be given, to any thing that he Swears ie 
in that, Whereas he has Sworn, that he was Tenant and Leſſee to i © 
Corps belonging, to the Prebend of Clyddy, it has been made appeat Lc 
by the Teſtimony of his own accomplice and fellow Conſpirator Th pol 
mas Powel, that he was not the Leſſee or the Tenant, but that one . 
Dr. Jones, was ſo, and Meyrict acted only in truſt for the ſaid Doctor. ref 

' Thirdly. There is not hing in either of theſe two Depoſitions, of Pon 1 
and AZcyrick that amount to any thing, like a Proof of Simon * 
but only ſome Actions of his Lordſhips are related, from his Enemies 4 
Malice, which rais'd the Suſpicion of it; but if Perſons be Condemn« ra 
for things which do, at the moff, only afford ground of Jealouſie tc x 
thoſe that Hate them, or that they have offended, we may then bie - 
Adieu to all Juſtice in this World, and take it for granted, that al ir 
the Security men can have, for their Reputarious, Eſtates, and Lie f i, 


nil 


vin be meerly Precariods, and they who are moſt Innocent, muſt ſuf- n 
fer upon the Opinion of thoſe: who bear Enmity to them. - a 

Fourthly, Though Meyrick for Jones paid but 25 l. yet the renewi 
was worth a great deal more, but the Biſhop ſaid when he 988 584 
Mr. Medley had made an agreement contrary to his advice, that he 
would not endeayour to break his Fooliſh Bargains, which ſaying of 
the Biſhop's, Aeyrick very partially and Faithleſsly left out of his 
Depolition, on this motive no doubt, namely, becauſe, if he had in- 
ſerted thoſe words of the Biſhop, in his Depoſition, the whole which 
he Swore, would have had another view and aſpect, than he intended 
it ſhould, and would have given men to underſtand, that the Biſhop 
own'd the whole Right and Title of that Prebend, and the full po- 
wer of Tranſacting all thirfgs relating to it, to be in Mr. Alealey, and 
whatſoever his Lordſhip took upon him to do in relation thereunto, 
| was by why of Counſelling and adviſing his Nephew, who had to 
do with a Sharper and who himſelf had then but little knowledge of, 
and leſs Experience in the affairs of the Worle. 

To which he adds another reaſon, by which it appears that the 
Biſhop did no more then was Lawful and indeed neceſſary for a wiſe 
Man, and Friend, and to prevent his Relation from being Bubbled, © 
and Couzen d. SI 5 
And adds beſides, Mr. Medley had Morgag'd his Prebend to one Mr. 
Romlands, which is not only a farther proof of his having a full Title 
to his Prebend, but. alſo a good reaſon why the Biſhop advis'd him 
to get äs high a Fine as he could, and call'd. his agreeing to take 251. *1} 


A 


for what was worth about 501. a Fooliſh Bargain. 

And again, Aeyricł himſelf has upon Oath Juſtified the Biſhop's order- 
ing the Money to be paid to Powel, upon this reaſon then given, (con- 
iderinz the. then State of the Coyn ) Becauſe Mr. Medley could not 
count Money, which our Author takes to be no diſparagement to an 
Eccleiiaſtick, and after adds theſe very words-- And whether the Metro- 
politaus admitting ſuch Allegations as theſe, to come into Proof againſt 
the Biſhop of St. David's, for convicting him of Simony, does moſt 
refe&t upon his underſtanding, or his Conſcience ; I will not take up- 
on me to determine, though I cannot forbear ſaying, that it has given 
the World a ſtrange Idea of his Grace, as to the one, if not both | + | 
of them. And Laſtly he comes to ſhew, the Tranſactions between the P. 288. 
biſhop and his Nephew, which were both ſo Legal and Innocent, 
tat all Impartial men muſt be forc'd both to Pronounce the Biſhop | 
gulltleſs, of this Crime, for which he was cenſur'd, and likewile ao. 
mowiedze with how much Hatred and Malice, and with how | 
itt!» rezard to the rules, of Righteouſneſs and Juſtice, ſome People 
ure benay'd themſelves in the management of the Proceſs againſt 
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Him. And here our Author ſolemnly promiſes, that in relating thy, Wl is ct 
matter, he will govern. himſelf: wich that . ſingle reſpect to Truth 
which ought to be expected from every Writer, who would not offend i h 
God, Diſhonor himſelf, nor impoſe upon the World. And here, ind! 

Hiſt, (In order to the rendering this matter undeniable, and de. 
monſtratively. Evident ) he obſerves, that it is Sworn by ſeveral Wit | 
neſſes, that the Biſhgp's receiving the Rents of ſome of Mr. Medley; Wil Lan 
Preſerments was not by reaſon of any Simoniacal contract between them. 
but in conſideration of ſeveral ſums of Money which had been really Fol 
lent to him and laid out by the Biſhop for him, and having long before MW parti 
executed a Bond for part of the ſame, after he was poſteſs d of his an in 

- Benefices, he granted to the Biſhop full power and Authority to rg. 
ceive the Rents of ſome of them for his Re- imburſment; and all thi 
was done with that way of dealing that is not proper for criminal 470 

matters which are uſually tranſacted in the dark. none 

2. 300. Second. He offers to view two Schedules, marked A. and 3, 

| which were exhibited to the Metropolitan, and ſworn 

— do by perſons, of unqueſtionable reputation, which are accounts of Mick) 
See the what the Biſhop. laid out for him. All the particulars of which WYuſtif 
Appendix. were ſtated and ſettled: between the Biſhop and Mr. Aledley before the | 
ſufficient and legal Witneſſes of whom he there mentions no lefs per“ 

than Six, in the years 1691, and 1695. before the Praſecution began. 0 M. 

Thirdy He deſires that it may be carefully obſervd that there is ie B 

no one thing in the ſaid exhibits or Schedules, which was inbur 

not either admitted by the very Metropolitan, or which hath not been nd i! 
confeſt, or fully and undeniably prov'd by Authentick witneſſes; and er pa! 

names ſome few of them. % P r h 

Firſt, Mr. Medley's Mother, Swears to what was paid to her, and erat 

Mr. Lambert as her Son's entreaty, and to the 300 J. part of his two . 

Siſters portions, which the Biſhop adranc'd at her Son's requeſt (he ere 

having undertook: to pay the ſaid ſums, but could not raiſe them WW: ſo 

at that time) ſhe Swears alſo to her Son's being Indebted to the en ©! 
Biſhop, for the Money paid to Mr. Romlands, and beſides ſhe-Depoſes op- 

that her Son, told her how very Jaſt his Lordſhip had been to him, cor 

as to the Rents and Profits his Lordſhip had receiv'd ont of his Pr. es 
frements for his Re-imbruſement, and that he was ſtill in Debt to his bon 
Lordſhip. And, Es; 5 W 
Secondly, Mrs. Elizabeth Hide, a near Relation of Mr. edle, and rat 

' therefore moſt likely to be beſt acquainted with his affairs, and 2 Who ac 
Gentlewoman of great Virtue and Probity, depoſes to the 300 J. part ich 

of the Marriage-Portion of his two Siſters, and the 40 l. the Bilbop' {ther 
expended on his Education in Cambridge, and the 6 l. paid by the Bi. 

top for his Board, when he ſerv'd the Cure at Weſt-Wather, — 

A t g N Rs . K 


dle 7 J. 15 5. for the Gown and Caſſock; and that ſhe has heard Mr. A4. 
ley confeſs and declare, that all the Sums in the Schedule A. were ſo 
raid on his account, and this ſhe befteves to be true, becauſe Mr. Med 


d Exigencies, fave his Lordſhip: To this purpoſe alſo are the De- 
. WY poſitions of Mr. Charles Fryſe, Præcenter of St. David's, and 
ur. Carles Price, Vicar of Llaunaærrb, and Mr. Hemy Powel Vicar of 
ys Lager Ne Midiam Milianm, and Wilfray Piemont, &c. to which I 
nb tn? Pn ee, 4h 5 HR 

My | þ Forthly, Our Author © obſerves that Mr. Medley, has own'd all the 
we MY particulars in the two Schedules, to be exattly true, and he reckons it 
bis an injuſtice done, both to the Biſnop and Mr. Mealey, in refuſing to 
hear Mr. Medley when he offer d to be Examin'd upon Oath. Be- 
fdes many of theſe Debts were contracted ſeveral years before Dr. 
Watſon, was promoted to the Biſheprick of St. David's ; where then 
is the Simony ? . 6 VNN | 


of ickly Authoriſe the Biſhop to receive his Rents, ſince upon very Legal and 
ich huſtifable grounds he had a Right to them and as noSecret was made of 


the Securitys which were Executed before ſufficient and] pro- 
the Biſhop, for the Rents of Midrim for two years; towards the Re- 
imburſement of the 100 J. which his Lordſhip at Mr. Aedley's deſire, 
or part of his Siſters Port'on; ſo Mr. Price Vicar of Llanarth has Sworn 


bo his Lordſhip's being Empower'd by reaſon of the aforſaid Conli- 
lcrations, - to receive the Rents, which accrued from Mr. 2Zedley's Dig- 


21 VU +5 


5 fo none but ſuch who acted upon Prejudice and Malice, could up- 


opof St. David's, for a Simoniſt. For it has been as unexceptionbly 


hom he pleaſeth. And the granting ſuch a power to pay a juſt Debt, 


rath and Revenge, or ſuch like N | 
o account that Simony in the Biſhop of St. David's and Mr. Medley, 


13 


E 2 Sith, 


2 Wl £64, In order to the paying of the forementiond Pebts, which haye 
obern fully prov'd to have been owing to the Biſhop; Mr. Aedley did pub- 


per Witneſſes, ſo Wilfray Pyement Swears his having been a Wikneſs 
o Mr. Medley's Executing an Aſſignment, or Letter of Attorney to 


nd in his name had paid to Mr. Charles Pryſe, as Mr. Medley s Quota, 


: commonly practic'd for any Eccleſiaſtical perſon, who. is legally poi 
15d of any Benefices, to convey a Right of Receiving: the Rents to 


the moſt Juſfifiable motive for doing it, and therefore nothing but 
Pati ns, would have influenced men 


fich al the world allows to be Legal aud Juff, and Innocent in 


ly had no Friend, that could or would aſſiſt him in ſuch concerns, 


P 305. 


ties and Preferments. And as their was nothing in all this, thas | 
„ore any Affinity to Simony, or had the leaſt Colour or Tincture of 


da that account have thought, and much Jeſs have ſentenc'd the Bi- 
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out of the Rents of Mr. Medley, Preferments, there was then a ven 
- conſiderable Debt remaining due to his Lordſhip. For the whoſe 


by Mr. Medley, and prov'd by the Oaths of many Witneſſes of un- 


+ Sixthly, (And: laſtly, he obſerves that after all that the. Biſhop, rewtvg 


own d by the Biſhop, or ſo much as is pretended by the Promoter's Wiz. 
neſſes, amounts only to 531 l. vjz. out of Clyddly Prebend three year 


n, 1 een aA. 
At 151. per Annum 45 — 0 -- „ ̃ , 
And in part of Fine. — 15-000 — % Tr 
Out of the Arch-Deaconry—156——oo——oo e 
Out of the Treaſureſhip 3 15 0 Q . 
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And it has been made appear by the Biſhop's exhibits, and confeſs4 
doubted Credit, that Mr. Medley was Debter to his Lordſhip in 0 
leſs Sum than, 748 J. 2,5. 104. So that on the ballance of this account, 
there remains due to the Biſhop 217 l. 02 f. 10 d. And when we conſider 
that 7 J. 105.is to be deducted out of the 53 1 J. charg d above, (for the bi- 
ſhop receiv d but 37 J. 10 5. for the Rent of the Prebend of Chu and 
not 45 J. having receiv'd the Rents but. for two years and a half) 
then there remain d due to the Biſhop 224 J. 2 3. 10 d. ſo that tbe 
Biſhop inſtead of being convicted of Simoniacal contracts with his 
Nephew, appears upon the whole matter, to be a great looſer by, or 
Benefactor to him. 8 en e 

Our Author adds a great deal more for Forty pages together, con- 
cerning this pretended Simony between the Biſhop, and Mr. Medly, 
and gives full and clear anſwers to. every particular Inſinuation of 
the Writer of the Viem, and farther detects as he goes along the Per- 
jury and Contradictions of the Witneſſes, the Prevarication and Fraud 
of the Author of the Yew, and the injuſtice and malice of the whole 
Arbitrary proceedings againſt the Biſhop. But it would Swell this 
Epitome too much, to inſiſt on every particular; and beſides, Tthink 
there is no need of it; For what I have already Collected out of our 
Author on this Head of Simony with. Mr. Medley's being a perſon of 
great Integrity Honeſty, and Simplicity (his Adverſar ies themſelves 
being Judges) is ſufficient, I douht not, to ſatisfie, all upright Judges 
that both the Biſhop and Mr. Medfey have been very much abus'd 
(to ſay the leaſt) in this Unjuſt and falſe Charge; I therefore leave this 
1 and refer the Reader who deſires to know more of it to our 

uthor. | Fe 
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Where our Author p 


Author proceeds to Examine, what is ſaid. by the Wri- 

ter of the View, for faſtening of Simopy on his Lordſhip, in his grant: 
ing one Williams or Mr, Brook's a"Leaſe of the Rectory of Burrough- - 1 
Green in Cambridgſhire, which the Biſhop held in commendam, and It 
which the ſaid Writer calls the other Act of Simony alledg'd againſt his 
Lordſhip, whereby he owns but two Acts of Simony, which yet he calls 
many; which is ſaid with great tboughtleſſneſs and inadvertency, to ſay 


the leaſt it will bear. OE | | 
And now that the Reader may the more clearly and diſtinctly un- 
derſtand this whole affair, and he the better prepar'd to diſcern the y 
Injury and Injuſtice done to the Biſhop of St. David's, in Condem- _ _ 
ning him for Simony upon this account, our Author ſays, he muſt | 
beg the Liberty to premiſe a few things, which may ſerve both to 

mark ont the Ground which this Writer and he is-to Fight upon, 

and for meaſuring the weapons they are to make uſe of; Whereof the 

frſt is, chat the Biſhop had held thatReQory for ſome time inCommendan, 

and had at that time a Legal Right and Title, to all the Profits and 
Emoluments of it, which were conſiderable, and conſequently his Lord- . 

ſhip in the virtue - of his Faculty, whereby he held it had a Free-hold 

and Heritage in it for Life. And, , C3 
Secondly, That though his Lordſhip might have continued to hold | 
it ſtill in Commendam, and to have ſupplied it by a Curate, as he had 2 | 

formerly done, yet through his being at ſuch a diſtance that he could | 
neither readily nor perfectly know how his Curates perform'd the du- 

ties of their Function, he thought it would be for the Edification 

of the Pariſhioners of that ReQtory, and alſo for his own honout to ſet- 

tle a Perſon of good Fame in it, who ſhould be oblig'd to reſide . 

conſtantly in it, during ſuch a time, as was like to be as long, as his 

Lordſhip's natural Life, beyond which he had no Power to Diſpoſe . * 
of it. And William Brooks being. very much . to the Bi- 
ſhop as well for his Abilities, as Sober and Virtuous Converſation, 

who had not only Preach'd at St, Ann's with great applauſe, but who 

wore the Badge of a Lord's Chaplain, his Lordſhip believ'd he could 

not expreſs a greater Care of his Pariſſr than to ſettle the ſaid Brooks 
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among them - 8 | 55 f | 

Thirdly, That all Parſons, Vicars &c. Refiding, or not Reſiding on 
their Cures, are allow'd by Law, and generall uſe to Leaſe out the . 1 
Tiths and Profits of them, and there's no doubt, but they who hold 
Benefices in Commendam, may as Lawfully Leaſe out the Profits of them, [| 
and under the Proviſions and with the like Limitations as others, N 
vz. of having the Cures ſupplied by Perſons capable of being Con- [i 
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in the Eſteem of the Law, whethi ; 8. 
© Rack-Rent, or a Conſiderable fine be paid in hand, with the reſerye of 


Incumbent to Leaſe out the Profits of his Living to a Clergy-man, 2 
to a Laick; nay there are ſome very Learned, as well as wiſe men 


_ * Sixthly, That it was morally Aran, there ſhould be any thin 
Simoniacal in that Contract between the Biſhop of St. David's; 

William Brooks, in that the Indenture relating thereunto was drawn by 
Sir Francis Pemberton, who as he was an Excellent Lawyer, was alle 


were ſet to Chime and Strike accordingly. 


in the ſaid tranſaction, but that they were: reſoly'd to pitch upon ſome , 
n 


refus' d ſome of the Biſhop's allegations on exceptions, that theſe con- 
of - | | . 


nnn ſame 58 boch in Juſtice and Equity, ud 


* 


cem of the Law, whether the Profits be Leas d ont zt ; 


a ſmall yearly Rent. - 


. - 


- Fifcbly, That tis as Lawfull bath by our Laws, and Canons, fora 


who are of opinion, that tis both more agreable to Reaſon and Re 
ligion, and would be more for the Intereſt of the Church, to hays 
thoſe Tiths rather Leas d to one of the Sacred Order, than to 1 
EF 3 . 


a perſon of that Probity, and ſuch an obſerver of the Conſtitution thing 
of the Church of England, that he would have never been acceſſarj the 


to a thing which was either Immoral or Illegal, and much; lef have W222 


prepar'd, as well as approv'd, a Leaſe, Demiſe, or Deed which wis “ 
ſo directly repugnant to the Statutes of the Realm, and the Ordi.. WI” 


nances of the Church, as this is ſentenc'd to have been; And this ſelf 
was under undeniable preof before kis Grace of Canterbury, and thoſe * 
he call'd to be aſſeſſors to him; though neither with hini nor them ! 


was there any thing that could be offer'd of the leaſt ſigniſicancy for Dep 
the acquitting a Perſon they had a Pique againſt, and were reſolyd A 
to condemn ; and who was therefore to be made guilty, becauſe he wis 
then hated at Renfingron, and thereby at Lambeth, Ely, Salisbury, and 
divers other placrh, where the Meridian of affairs was underſtood; and Ike, 
the Zenith of power ſo well known, as that the Clocks of thoſe places: 


Seventhly, And Laſtly, He Premiſes that the difference between the Mi.” 
Articles exhibited againſt the Biſhop of St. David's at firſt, and 'the 
Articles preferr'd afterwards againſt the ſaid Prelate, doth plain 
ſhew, that neither the Promoter nor others who ſought for an advan- 
tage againſt him in that matter, knew how to find any thing criminal 


one particular or another, which they might among the ignorant, and 
before prepoſſeſs'd and prejudic'd Judges call by that Opprobtious 
name; For in the firſt Articles he is accus'd of Simony, and in the 
ſecond only charged with fraud and deceit. Oo ING 

And he takes the Arch-Biſhop to be very partial and ynjult in ad. 
mitting theſe different Articles from the Promoter, eſpeciallß ſince he 
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bt BY tary Articles of the Promoter were more liable to; Which, as well 
ss many other parts of his proceedings are a ſufficient Evidence, either 

. that he did not underſtand the Rules of the Civil and Canon Law, | 

| and the juſt practice in Juridical proceedings, or that in compliance, 3 
ur with his deſrgn of depriving the Biſhop right or wrong, he was re- * IO" 
'v olv'd to have no 3 them. 3 

* Having premis d theſe ſeven particulars, our Author undertakes. to 


examine. the Teſtimonies produc'd by the Writer the of View on this 
Subject, of which-the Firſt is, Of one John Williams the Elder, who de- 
poſed that about December 1692, the Biſhop and Mr. William Brooks 
came toan agreement in his preſence that Mr Broeks ſhould have'a leaſe of 
the Rectory of . Barrough-Green, and the profits determinable on the. - N 
| ſhop's Life, he paying the Biſhop 200 Guineas for it, accordingly 1 
Draught of a Leaſe was made, in which the Biſhop alter'd ſeveral _ | 
things, and would not allow the 200 Gninea's to be mention'd as | W | 
the Conſideration, and after he had received. the greateſt part of the | 


m 00 Guinea's he would have the Leaſe determinable on the Life of | | 
t alſo, which Brooks was glad to accept of the Biſhop, giving I! 
by him the Note exhibited by the Promoter, and Wrote wholly by him- 4. N. 2. 
hi elf; Now in anſwer to this, our Author ſays, that he has ſuch. : 


things to ſay, which will not only fully vindicate the Biſhop, but al. | | 
ſo leave diſgrace and Infamy on both the Writer of Y;ew, and the I 
Deponent, as well as ſome others. dg Fi > ET 


And the Firſt is, That upon conſulting the draught of the Leaſe 


2 | _ 

kd Exhibited by the Promoter, he finds the 205 Guineas are not therein 
151 menzion'd, or made a part of it, and conſequently that whatever 
nd alterations his Lordſhip might have made in the draught of the 


Leaſe when it was brought him, yet that it was impoſlible, his not. 

admitting the 200 Guineas to continue inſerted in it, as the conſider- . 

tion for granting the Leaſe, ſhould have been, not only one of the 

alterations, but ſuch a ſingular one, as ſhould deſerve the naming with 

a particularly; For though things actually inſerted in draughts of 

Leaſes, Indenturs, or Deeds, may be either altered or wholly expung'd, 

het it is impoſſible to have that blotted out of them which never 

vas there. And therefore *tis ſtrange liberty that ſome men aſ- 

Jame of aſſerting and reporting thoſe things to have been in writings, 

ich were never in them. Which tho? ſome men's conſciences may 

low them to do, yet common prudente and diſcretion, one would 

link, ſnonld reſtrain them from a thing wherein they are ſo plain- 92 

and undeniably detected to have forg'd a falſehood in matter of P- 38. 

, and obtruded it upon the world as a reality and truth. - 

Seconaly, Our Author adds particularly by way of reflection on the 

uhor of the View, That what John Williams ſwears to upon Hear- 
EE: | = 
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282 
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a, chis inſincere and faithleſs Writer makes him to have deps 00 


Writer of the Yew, bears much affinity and alliance, ſays our Autbot 
to the proceedings of a much greater man ( whoſe Titles and Dig. 


grols Ignorance, and a neglect of all the Rules Eſtablilh'd- by the 


exhibited, but meerly a draught of one; And whoever. talks of bz. 


| thor ſays, one may live and learn, in that whereas he had hitbent 


legal Witneſſes, he has now ſeen under the Reign of the late K. 


to the Biſhop, and not upon the Biſhops ſeeking to Brooks that hi 
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his own perſonal Knowledge For Williams, only ſays; That he hai 
been inform'd c Which piece of Treachery and Falſification in the 


nities only make him Great) againſt the Biſhop of St. David, 
For this Author. has given us.a Narrative of the Proceſs againk 
this Prelate, filld up with as much Chicanry and Feurbery, as. . 
who took upon him to be ſole Judge in this cauſe, and ſome of hy 
aſſeſſors, diſcover'd Partiality, Pique, and Revenge accompanied with 


farther. PCCCCCCCCCWPPWPCCCVVVVVVVVVV 

Thirdly, That whereas, both Wiliams Swears to his having ſen 
the leaſe granted by the Biſhop to Brooks, executed, and the Auth 
of the Viem, after his wonted Corinthian manner, hath ſeveral ting 
yet during the whole proceſs, there was never a Leaſe produc'd d 


Doctors, for the guidance of men in Juridical AQiags. He obſerig 
| ; : e ” P 2 A 


ecuting a bare draught of a Leaſe, ſhews himſelf to haye little un 
derſtanding, .to ſay no worſe in affairs of this kind. But our Av 


been taught, and was firmly perſwaded, that no Court of Judicatur 
' whatſoeger, could proceed to paſs Sentence in Relation to matten 
which were only alledg'd, unleſs they were alſo prov'd. by good and 


ſuch as he had plac'd in the higheſt dignities of the Church coull 
venture to give Judgment againſt a Brother and a Comprovincial N. 
ſhop, upon a noiſe and ſuggeſtion of a certain Leaſe ( ſuppos'd to han 
been Simonically granted) which during the whole Trial was ſo fi 
from being prov'd, that it was never ſo much as produc'd.; - _ 
Fourthly, He anſwers farther that as it was upon Brooks's applyin 


Lordſhip came to grant Brooks a Leaſe of the tiths of Burrougb. Uns 
ſoit was by this very Williams that Brooks made his Addreſſes to l 
Lordſhip for obtaining it; Which Wilfray Pyemont has not only de- 
pos'd, but even Williams himſelf has likewiſe acknowledg d up 
I. 8 3 

And that the ſaid Leaſe was to be determinable with Brooks's Life xt 
have undeniable proof given us by Mrs. Brook's, who though a pam 
(being his Wife) and greatly intereſted, and who has likewiſe Sworl 
ro divers things falily, yet even ſhe, in reference to this has acknon- | 
ledg'd upon Oath, that upon diſcourſing with the Biſhop, about Nr or 
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only Glebe-Land, Tithes, and Profits of that kind, and not the Cu- ” | 
rcy it ſelf, nor any thing that goes under the Nomination of 1 
JJTFFF is 7 cpu as | pn. p. 353. 

Finially, whereas the Author of the Yiew takes upon him, to report | 
fizt Wlliams had Sworn to Brookss, having been put to 30 l. Ex- 1 
hence, in going down to Burrough-Green, our Author replies. 1 
Fit, That the Writer of the View, is here guilty of two Falſi- | 1 
cations (1) in that he obtrudes upon his Readers, as if Williams 
Sore this upon his own knowledge, which he only did upon hear- 
fay, and (2) that he puts down Pontively 30 J. when William ſays 11 
Jͤ» N | 111 
Sand, He replies that tis not true, that he was at the Expence 
of 1917 gol. ſeerng beſides his Coach-hire, ſome Bottles of Wine, 
na om Da pers of Fruit, which he put into the Coach, his whole Expence 4 

| * = was 1 


100 Hasband's taking a Leaſe of the Tithes of Burrough- Orcen, ſhe was not 9 
bat BY grilling her Husband ſhould ſo lay out her Money, which ſhould be Þ 
er her Maintenance after her Husbands death, ſaying he was but a 
thor cickly Man. And that the Biſhop told her by way of Anſwer, that | | 
Jig: her Husband was as likely to Live as ſhe, of which Cofeſſion of herz 1 
451 upon Oath, our Author ventures to ſay, that it is enough to Satisfie =_ 
ak ai the Reaſonable part of Mankind, that the Leaſe which was grant- "ul 
ni FF by the Biſhop to Brooks, of the Tithes of the Rectory of - Burrough- 1 
f hy Greer, was to determine with the Life of the ſaid Brooks ; for can "8 
With any who have not loſt the uſe of their Underſtanding, imagine that \f 
eicher Mrs. Brooks would have made the Sickneſs of her Husband - 11 
n Exception to the laying out of her Money on ſuch a Leaſe, or BY 
dec che Biſhop would have replied to her, that her Husband was as 17 
en likely ro Live as ſhe was, unleſs it had been Concerted and Agreed = - | | 
to i the Hid Leaſe ſhould ' be determinable on William Brooks's Life. P. 365% 
nn Tis true, the Biſhop was impos'd-on, in being made to believę that | yi 
% was a Clergy-man, when he was not; nor is the Biſhop/of St. —_ 
| of David's the only Prelate that has been deceiv'd in that kind, ſeeing _ 1 
Us ( belides others) the preſent Biſhop of Ely, Dr. Patrick, was once ſo l 
e deceiv'd in the ſame way, as to give Inſtitution to the Vicarage of | 1 
Ab Croyden, to a meer Lay-man, upon which the Patroneſs for that time . - . a 
aug oc her Right of Preſenting, and one who was a Clerk came to be Ti 
am BN in ftituted on the King's Preſentation. - And no wonder if the Biſhop | | | 
tien g toon him for a Prieſt, after what has been before ſaid of his Praech- | | 1 
and ing ea St. Anns, and wearing the Badge of an Earl's, Chaplain ; and vi 
tl ſupps/ing the Biſhop knew him to hea Lay-man, this inſtead of ma- 1 
no king him liable ro Simony, will indiſputably free him from it, in that 11 
"a aTay-man could not have a Leaſe of the Cure made to him, and | = | 
Kuß herefore the whole agreed for, between the Biſhop and him, muſt be | | 
| | | 
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was but 3 J. J 5. and he that can make $imony Out of that Sum u Wc 
make Simony out of the mo 
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| therein. But to ſet this matter right, and be 
yond all poſlibility of being gain-ſaid, our Author recites what #! 
liams has Sworn in this matter, Namely, that he having ſeen the l 
denture Exhibited by the Promoter, doth Depoſe upon Oath, that i 
is the very ſame draught, which was drawn purſuant to the firſt A 
greement, between the Biſhop and Brooks, and the ſame which tie 
Biſhop interlin'd— ſo chat from hence, our Author ventures to lay 
that the Writer of the Viem, is one who knows neither how to write 
with Judgment nor Sijacerity. | | Tz 
Thirdly, Our Author adds, that the not producing, the Leaſe it ſelt 
which had been Executed, is a moſt convincing Evidence, that tt 
Biſhop's molt Malicious Enemies could find nothing in it, that 17 
* 88 4 


P. 374. 


—. = 
criminally affect his Lordtip, a d this ſhews how Illegally, as well as 
wjaftly, the Biſhop's pretended 


krecuted, and whereof alone they could Legally take Cogniſance, 
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55 they altogether confia'd themſelves to the taking notice of Clauſes 
an cid to be in an imperfect draught, which men either of Honor or 
„ htice, would have accounted of no Sigaificancy as to the Faſtning 


— : 


Notice of, becauſe if the Executed Leaſe. was extant, it might have been 
come by, and produc'd more eaſily and pertinently, than an Inter lid d 
Draught, which had been throwu aſide; And this Lacy the Promoter 
ſdems to beſenſible of, and therefore has taken Sanctuary in a notorious 
Lie, for that no leſs impudent than malicious man has in his additional Ar- 
tide made it a ſpecial matter againſt the Biſhop, that inſtead of execu- 
tg a Leaſe, he only gave a certain Writing in the nature of a Note, 
Sign'd and Seal'd 2 In which he is not only contradicted (and conſe» 
quently declar'd a ſhameleſs Lyar,) by the Author of the View, who 
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te Executed, from the Draught which hath been recited, but chis very 


ted a Leaſe co Brooks, fo that we may conclude indubitably from what 
hath been declar'd, that there was a Leaſe actually executed; and ſince 


fer d to produce it, but in the place of it, they inſiſted and proceeded on 
fully convinc'd that there was nothing in the executed Leaſe, for which 


the Biſhop's greateſt Enemies could hope to get him made any ways a 
told Criminal, and much leſs a Simoniſt; but that rather than his Lordſhip 


alone ould eſcape the Wrath and Revenge of his Proſecutors, and of him 


rhib ho au med the Sole Juriſdiaive power, they reſolv'd to break thro? 
lter 0.0 :! methods, and to trample upon all the Rules of Law and Juſtice. 
ent And now, though our Author has by the Anlwers already given, 


5 as to the faſtnnig any Crime on the Biſhop, and has alſo undeni- 
217 ſhown that they were both impertinently ailedg'd, and unjuſtly 
aumitted in Evidence againſt his Lordſhip, and thereby render'd it 
atogether needleſs to add any thing by reply, to this or that parti- 


complaints of his having neglected the taking notice of every thing 
produc'd and urg'd againſt the Biſhop by the ſaid Author, he makes 
ne Reflections on thoſe Clauſes, in which he ſhews that there is not 
aly clung n any of them that 1 to be ſo much as blam'd or 

| 5 FN Cen- 


this 
Judges behav'd themſelves in this mat 


Crime on any Perſon; and chis deſerves the more to be taken 


either the Metropolitan call'd for a fight of it, nor the Promoter of- 


made the Clauſes recited by the Writer of the Pew altogether uſe- 


cular Clauſe 3 yet he begs the Readers pardon, it for the preventing 


reporteth that Mr. Williams has told us, the Biſhop alter'd the Leaſe 


Ly himſelf hath acknowledg'd, that the Biſhop had given and execu- 


n Interlin'd Draught; every man who is impartial, may thereby be 


P. 376. 


as been at Enmity with Honeſty and juſtice) che leaſt partie 


on which Simony can be gronmded; and on this be fpends foyer: 
to Pages, to which 1 refer the Neude! 1 


of Burrough-Green, whenever Brooks ſhould deſire it To which our 4; 
thor ſays, Firſt, that it is commonly. Practicd by Patrons ( though ly 
does not juſtfie, much leſs greatly commend it) and that vit 


ſome certain caſes, and therefore it muſt needs ſound odd in the e 


 Biooks, ſhould be made a puniſhable Crime, and much more Simonici 


the Biſhop of St. David's, is known to have taken Bonds from per 


can fay concerning it, is, that the Biſhop was willing to gratife th 


the Patroneſs would ever preſent Brooks to it, for ſeveral reaſons, { 


| Eenfir'd ; and nuch lefg (bad not ſome 


ies, concerning a certain Note, which he ſays the Biſhop wrote tin 


was not at all like that practice of Bonds of Reſignation before me 


that it was the gratifying a vanity and humour in ſo weak a man 
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The next thing about which he Encounters the Writer of the / 


* 


ſelf, and gave to Breoks's, promiſing, that he would Reſign the Rede 


general allowance, to take Bonds from Preſentees for Reſignation | 
of the ſober part of Mankind, that the Biſhop's gratuitous Not u 


And this is the more obſervable, in that the very preſent Biſhop q 
Salisbury, who was the great Inſtigator to all the ſeverities again 


for the reſigning their dignities upon ſome certain conditions; 4 
were there an enquiry made into all the particular caſes wherein \ 
hath done fo, it is to be fear'd that he would not in ſome of the 
be found to have ated with that innocency, as the ' Biſhop of 9 
David's did, in that note he gave to Brooks; but while Judicial oli 
wer and Authority ſtand veſted in ſome people, we are not to 
ſurpris'd, That Dat veniam. Corvis vexat cenſura Columbas. ' | 
. Secondly, He ſays that the Biſhop's giving the faid Nate to Brul 


tion'd, for it was granted on no Conſideration, nor any thing demand 
ed or receiv'd as a motive to it, fo that the whole that malice it fc 


requeſt and importunity of a weak unthinking man, in promiſing! 
do that for him, if deſir'd; Which he knew that Brooks, withon 
being falſe to his own intereft never would, nor could defire ; fe 
there was no manner of probability, that if the Biſhop had Reſign! 


that all that even a mercenary Advocate can make of that Note i 


Brooks, and a certain piece of inadvertent compliance in the iſh 
but was no offence either againſt Law or Canon, and much leſs had | 
any thing in it of Simoniacal corruption. + CT 
Thirdly, He ſays farther, That if his Lordſhip could have refgri 
without doing any injury to Brooks, he had done a very wiſe thing, ! 
thereby he would have been releas'd from the burden of the Cit 
which that the Biſhop eſteem'd to be fo, he has given a ſufficicat den! 


{trail 


: 


ous Enemies have been able to accuſe 


$3 Xa 


him of anything that Was ed Simoniacal, or Scandalons, ia the Re- 
OL 


385. 

. Fourthly, Ne adds, That as the Writer of the View has ee e wi | 
that the Draught of the Leaſe (whereof enough has been ſaid already) 

did imply only a Conventional Simony, but not a real, ſo. he. has like- 

wiſe declar'd, that the very Note it ſelf could not amount to the proof 
of a real Simony, by reaſon that the Biſhop had not the Right of Pa- 

tronage of the ſaid Rectory ; from which, ſays our Author, I may be 

al'ow*d juſtly to infer, and | ill therefore demonſtratively conclude, that 

the whole which the Writer of the View hath taken upon him ſo clamo- 

rouſly ro ſay of the Biſhop, becauſe of the foremention'd Note, is by 

þi- on Conteſſion meer Slander and Calumny ; and that by his endea- 

vour ing from thence to get the Biſhop heliev'd to be chargable with Si- 

mony, he hath ouly difcover'd himſelf to be a weak and impertineut 

man, and wichau, an avow'd and egregious defamer, as alſo a merce- 
| nary, impertinent, taithlefs, and contradictions Writer. | p. 286. 

The next thing coutider'd, is a Depoſition made by Mrs. Books, the p. 87. 

lite Wite of William Brooks, on which our Author makes many Re- 
flections, which ſhew the weakneſs, fraudulency, and infidelicy of the 
Writer of che Y:ew, and the inconſiſtencies and ſelf-contradictions of 
alilly, iatereſted, bigotted, fanatical Woman, who was only tamper'd 
with, and ſuborn d to Swear what ſhe did. For it is not unworthy of 
particular remark, that as Dr. Fuuc unbri age was the Biſhop's ſcandalous 
Chancellor, ſo he was theMetropolitags ſig nal Advocate, and the Biſhop's 
great and declar d Enemy, he not only came to Mrs. Brooks to deſire her 
to be a Witness agaiuſt the Biſhopet St. Lauid's, but even ſhe confeſsd 

to Mr. Price, chat not Ouly Lucy The Promoter, but others alſo, would 
give her a good reward, provided ſhe would deliver to them the Bi- 
| ſhop's Note above meation'd, whereby we may underſtand how mali- 
cClioully and revengetully the Biſhop was Proſecuted, in chat not only - 
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Regn call'd to defame, and run him down, but all that coal be dog 
either in the methods of Application, Addreſſes, 1 Hen tr in 
the way of Subornation and Bribery, was practis'd fo 


5. 390. 


22 be FO” 
Hue and Cry was ſent through the Nation againſt bim, auc 


1 


N > © Poſs 


up of Witneſſes to blacken and aſperſe that Prelate. Our Author adds, 
that moſt of what Mrs. Brooks depos'd, was on Hear-ſay, 'which would 


not have been regarded by men of Integrity and Juſtice; and from tie 


ing Application to his Lordſhip, for returning part of the Fine wi 


whole Tenor of her Depoſition, it does appear that che Moe 
her Husband was to pay, was for a Leaſe of the Tithes, and Hot t 


the 200 J. F 8 ö n : 7 17 iN N. Wa 
And what Mrs. Brooks Swore againft the Biſhop, was after her mak. 


Curacy— And that there was nothing in proof of che full payment of 


her Husband paid, and the Biſhop having deny'd to gräft R,* Gt 
the foot of right and obligation, tho” he offer d to hade gien Her Te 


ſtimonies of his bounty, provided ſhe would . | 
Was not 


and as nothing can more evidently demonſtrate that there thing 


in the Tranſactions between the Biſhop. and Brooks, by Which His Lott 
ſhip coul. magine it was poſſible Criminally, to affect fm, Than that 


he denz d to give her any Money on the foundation ef 4 Haim, "fort 
ſhews him to be more liberal and generous than His Enemies 1 * 


ſented him, that he offer'd to be kind to her, if ſhe would OY 
"herſelf 7 his favour and Charity. For the proof of ieh, he pte. 


duces a full Depoſition. 885 L „are 


And as to the Clamour which had been raid of the 36 Which 


Brooks and his Wife ſuſtain'd, by hisDying ſo ſoon after he had the Eck 
of the Tithes of Purrough-Green, our Author makes it appear that | 


Brooks had a very Profitable Advantagious Bargain, and that the Biſhop 
alone was damag ec. TTT EDEST DOG, -- 

For, Firſt, The Biſhop at Brool's requeſt, bought for him Houſehold 
Goods to the value of above 50/7. for which his Lordſhip was never 
paid ; then the Biſhop gave him freely the whole Years Rent; which 
was due from the former Tenant before the Commencemen of Brooks 


| Leaſe, and beſides, the Corn and Profits of the Rectory, when ſeiz d 


upon Execution after Brooks's Death, diſcharg'd above 2007. Debt, 
v hich Brooks had run into: Moreover it coſt the Biſhop 30 /. to Repair 
che Par ſonage-Houſe, and out-houſes, &c. which Brocks, during his be- 
ing in Poſſeſſion of that Rectory, had ſuffer d to decay, and dilapidate 
not to mention. 8 4 


Secondly, His Lordſhip's being liable to pay above 10 I. to Mr. Bur, 


for ſerving the Cure in Brooks's lifetime, and laſtly it appears in proof, 

the Biſhop receiv'd but 1201. as a Fine for the Leaſe, and that at two 

payments; all which particulars, when the Reader lays them 3 
ä | wn * 1 
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. gain, and none hut he has Juſt cauſe to complain. Wn 
1 Laſtly, Our Author ſays, That the admitting Mrs. Brooks to be a 
ts Witneſs againſt the Biſhop of St, Dav/d's, was againſt all Rules of Law; 
* (for which he Quotes the Books of many Civilians, as he does alſo in 
wy many other places) and the Metropolitan, together with thoſe of his 


Aſſeſſors, who in concurrence with him, laid weight upon her Teſtimony, | 
did thereby in effect declare, that their buſineſs was not ſo much to Try 
| his Lordſhip, as to Condemn hing.. | F392 
no come to the laſt thing the Author of the Yiew charges the 


"= 


N 


2, = 


It Biſhop with, which is a greater Crime than Extortion or Simony it 
1k ſelf (if a Biſhop in his Eccleſiaſtical, capacity can commit a greater) ſays 


this confident Writer, and that is Crimen falſi; by which me means the 
Biſhop's certifying to Letters of Orders, that the. Oaths on ſuch occa- | 
ſions requir'd were given, when really they were not; To which our i 
Author anſwers firſt by premiſeing ſeveral particulars. | | 
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fe 
1 | 124 75 Concerning the Nature of Crimen falſi, and the different kinds 
75 and ſpecies of it, and Opinion of theCivilians about it. 2 
bat Seconaly, That in order to the convicting any body of it, de ought 1 
Ft to be proof, that it was done fraudulently, and with ill delig . | 
ty Thirdly, That "tis alſo a Rule in Law, that the vindication of the in- | 
wn nocency of a perſon, ſhall be allow'd to be prov'd by fewer and weaker | 
0. Teſtimonies, than his being guiltx. 8 | | | | 
 Fourthly, That when there is a contrariety in the Teſtimony of the _ 
11 Wicneſſes, ſome Swearing againſt the perſon, and others ot equal Re- Fl 
iſe putation for him, more Faith and Credit ought always to be given to 2 
l 1 latter, than the former : And for this he Quotes the Rules of P. 3. | 
. W. 5 ; . 
T And beſides in this caſe the Witneſſes againſt the Biſhop Swear to a ; 
old Negative, wherein many things, as their ignorance, inadvertence, and 1. 
Ter their being unacquainted with the matters and forms, may make them 1 | 
ich be deceiv'd, and miſtaken in what they S wear. e | 
655 Fifthly, That whereas the Writer of the Jem, the Promoter, and | 
70 their Complices, have Accus'd the Biſhop of Cimen falſi, they are the per- N | 
ht, ſons moſt egregiouſly guilty of it, and in more various facts and kinds | 
ir than could well be imagin d. * „„ 
he- Having finiſh'd theſe few Premiſes, our Author comes to conſider the ſ 
te proof produc'd by the Writer of the View, which in ſhort is this. | 
5 That Edward Williams and James Harris depoſe that they were Irdain'd #4 
; Deacons by the Biſhop on the 24th of September 1693. and that they - J. 
ol then took an Oath Writren on Paper, the words of which they can- 5 f 
10 not recollect, but poſitively ſmear that King William's and Queen = | 


Marys names were not mention'd in it, and yet in it was - certifi'd 
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p. 412, 


413. 


daining Deacons and Prieſts (ſo that the Writer of the Vier has allen 


do it for them boch; To which our Author adds, 


(48) 


= 


in their Letters of Orders, that they had taken the neceſſiryOgths, h 
Anſwer. to which our Author eee en 


f * "Tn. at; i of 8 „ * 5 . - 9 «EE 2 
Hirſt, Obſerves this Writer's down - right and egregious 'im poſtivee 15 


confoundiag the day of the Ordination, (Sanda) with orhe "days of 


the Ember-Week, in which ſeveral things ate to be tranſacted. provid 
to the AR of, Ordinatiog, as Examigation, Subſcription, .caking che 
Oath of; Allegiance (of which.more by and by) aud the like, which is 
diſtinguiſhes not, buthe huddles them together, as if all were to be done 
the day of Ordination 3 Our. Author ſays was all A rtifce, Trick Yet 
Juggle, to impoſe on, and miſlead and; deceive his Reader. 
1 ws „That che Oaths of Allegiance and Supremacy are. not. bell 
miniſtred on the day of Ordination, but only the. latter © 


Sy 


may appear to anj one who will look into the form and manner. gt 


tray'd either his groſs Ignorance, or his egregious Infidelity.) and then. 
fore accordiogly the Biſhop.in the caſe before us, did nor, Tae 
the Oath of Allegiance on Sunday the 24th of Seprember, but he ach 
did on“ iay the 23d in his Hall at Aber gwilly, and the next daj bh 


Oathiol ,premacy only, in his Chapel, as the Rubrick for ordering 


Deacons: and Prieſts do's appaint. And therefore 


— 


Thirdly, Williams and Harris Swore fooliſhly. and impertinently, thi | 


the Names of K. Wiliam and Q. Mary were not in the Oaths, for it 
was only the Oath of Supremacy, tat they took thar dar u hf 
was only the Oath of Supremacy, that they took that day, which 
had never theſe names in it. But it is mech worſe with A 
Swears that he knows the new Oats (in the Plural number) men · 
dion K. William and Q. Mary, which perhaps the ignorant Fellow might 
think, though it is Notoriouſly Falſe; But what excuſe. can be made 
for the Promoter, and the Writer of the Ven? Why they mult ede 


abſolve one another, unleſs the Metropolitan, whoſe Agents they ark, ui 
e ral} e wp That he is deter. 
brib'd to Swear as they did, and what they depos'd was dictated i. 
to, and drawn from them by others; for which he gives ſeveral yen 
plain and convicting reaſons. ps Se WA 


. , \ 


* 
” 


Fourthly, He obſerves that there is not one word in either of thir 
Depoſitions, which is incoaſiſtent with the Biſhop's Certificate; for 
only certifies that they took the neceſſary Oaths, which they did at the 
proper times and 1 as befgre mention'd, viz. on the 23d and 
24th of September, ſo that from thence liagly, and without making anj 
other Reflections, it does demonſtratively appear how, 'unjuftly che % 
ſhop of St. David's. was proceeded againſt, and that the Metro: 
litan who Uſurp'd the Juriſdiction by taking upon him the one 


Juridical Authority in that Proceſs, in order to the depriving the 
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niſhop of $t. Dv did not 


o ſc. 
3 * 


bis tools might call evidence. 


ally ia the Proceſs againſt the Biſnog; in chat of all the 14 0 15 per- 
ſons, which theſe Witneſſes Swear were Ordai 
tember 1693, our; two Deacons” ſhould be by the Promoter and 
Agents, produc'd and MF che k 

ſhould be call d on to depoſe any thing in this matter, Which looks as if 
it nere believ d and known, that they would:have Sworn to the Biſhop's 
Adminiltring, andtheir taking the Oaths appointed by Law ; and this 
the Writer of the Yiew ſeems to be ſenſible of, and cherefore endea- 
yours to throw the whole blame on the Biſhop, by ſaying, that he ne- 
yer a.cempted in the whole Cauſe, to have any of the reſt examin'd;; 


he was charg'd with; which fays our Author, this Writer would neter 
have ventur d to have ſaid were he not a perſon of wonderful _ante-. 
ry, and a down right ¶Minthi an forehead; in that the Biſhöp defir'd 
both of the Metropolitan, and the Delegates, - that he might be 
allo vd to produce ſome of them, which he alſo offer'd to have done, 


Allegiance to K.Williamand Q. May, on tlie 23d of September, and the 
Oath of Supre macy on | the . 24th; but he was deny d by both of 


them. 3 9 FAD SY bhp Ate EO Fe 1 SD 
Sixtbly, He Anſwers farther that it ought not only to be ſuſpected 
that what Villiams and Harris depos'd was falſe, but that it is Moral- 
ly certain it muſt be ſo, in that it had been prov'd that the Biſhop re- 
fas d to admit a certain perſon (known ko be pious and learn'd) into 
the Order of Deacons, though greatly importun d to it, meerly be- 
cauſe of his denying to take the Oath of Allegiance to K. William 
ef. and Q. Mary, and that his Lordſhip had likewiſe refus d to give his 
: Licenſe or Connivence to one who was a Presbyter (and withall, a man 
0 of ugular worth, and his own ggarticular acquaintance) only becauſe 
| of his being one of thoſe (commonly ſtiPd) Non-Jurors; which two 
he things being Sworn to, They who conſider things without prejudice, 


 Fftbly, He adds, that it may well ſurpriſe and incline all thinking 
men to believe that matters were not carried very fairly and imparti- 


who would depoſe and atteſt his Lordſhip's Adminiſting the Oath orf 


in'd on the 24th of Sep- ; 
and none of the Presbyters then Ordain d, 


and from thence infers his Lordſhip's being really guilty of the Crime 


od and prepoſſeſſion, cannot but believe that the Promoters two Witneſſes 


n ſwore falſly; and it would be ſurpriſeing (if any thing in ſome peo- 
l ples conduct could) that the Metropolitan ſhould ano * the Biſhop ; 
o- Wl of St. David's guilty of this Cimen falſi, upon the evidence of theſe 

ne two young and ignorant Deacons, when he had the two things be- 
he WY fore mention'd in proof before him, on the Oaths of two credible * 
op WM Witneſſes, who alſo ſwore that in 8 theſe caſes, the Biſhop had 
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but only wanted ſomething to palliate, and cover his procedure, which 


— — 


z EE Ee er 


8 0 55) 


| $ertar's; that the ching which had 3 him. * "IM 
he neither would, nor could dos in that he was reſolyid to be jul io 
 . the'truſtrepos'd in him 8 7 ab * | 

Wb: —— — He proves by dees wm rey 

MET tions, as pertinent to this purpoſe; and particylarly two Wi. 
— — — Biſhop's,and che elter dgf the Promoter s own, tha 
the Biſop had at other Ordinations Adminiſtred the Oath of Allegi- 
ance to K. Milliam and Q. Aly, and therefore it ought to have fl. 
tisfy'd the Metropolitan (and if he had been capable either of under. 
| * what was ſatisfaction, or of Texoiving: it) chat it was not o 
mitted September the'24th, 16093. l 
Eight hiy and Laſtiy, The more undeniably. to ew theſe; Witt, 
of the Promoter to be perjur'd and forſworn, and to expoſe the W. 
= of the View, as a perſon of a very ſhallow underſtanding in belier. 
„or a moſt profligate Conſcience (if he did not) in impoſing thek | 
2 or the Reader for truths, which at the Inſtigat ion, and onthe 
Subor- "anvof we 7 theſe ignorant and mercenary Creatures, cog- 
bt zir knowled 7 were gain'd to ſwear to: Our Author pro- 
ducès cu Teſtimony of ſeveral Eye and Ear Witneſſes, Wo — 
the gps s Adminiſtring the Oaths on the days before mention d. 
Firſt, The Teſtimony of one Mr. wks: a very credible | Perla, 
which he has ſworn. 
Then he ſubjoyns the Informations and Teſtimonies of two other 
Presbyters, Mr. Williams, and Mr. Herbert, M. A. who were Ordain'd 
at the ſame time with Wiliarzs and Harris, who teſtify in direct opp6- 
ſition to what thoſe poor weak Deacons depos'd, and diverſe others who 
were then admitted are ready to depoſe the ſame, that the Oaths were 
v. 419, then adminiſtred as above. _ | 
| To which our Author adds, that he has ſren an account under the 
hand of a very pious and learned divine in the Dioceſs of St. Davids 
that he had ſpoke with the aforeſaid Edward illiams the Promoter 
Witneſs @gainſt the Biſhop, and produced to him the form aud 
manner of Ordering Deacons, and read the Oath of Supremacy then 
tio him, and asking him whether haghad taken that Oath, upon which 
*- 420 the ſaid Wiliams confeſs'd and decla rd to him, that he had taken that 
Oath; and that his miſtake in what he had depos d, proceeded from li 
not having before/nnderſtood, but that the King in the b of * 
premacy, was mention'd and expreſs'd by Name. 

94 Then our Author lays before his Reader, the Declarations, and de 
poſitions of ſome that were preſent at that Ordination, and who 
they perfectly underſtood, what Oaths were at that time, and on that 
occaſion to be taken, ſo they have with all the Sacredneſs, as well a 

Poſitiveneſs imaginable affirm'd, that every thing was done and Execu- 

ted which the Law appointed and requir' d; > And here. | 
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Firſt, He recites the Depoſi 2n_ of Francis Thompſon, D. D. who .. i 
eſent at that Ordination, S tember the 


di Ache 24th. 1653.and ſeveral others s 
850 Swear to the Adminiſtring doch ebe Oaths in or before all af them 
Then Mr. Wilfray Piemont, (WhO Liv'd with the Biſhop Six Years as * 
his Gentleman and Secretary, and particularly was at the Ordination, 
September 1693.) Swears that the — Adminiſtred the Oaths of Al- 

legiance and "Supremicy, always at Inſticutions, and Ordigations, and 
that he never knew any Ordain'd or Inſtituted, without taking the faid 
Oaths, and particularly that he faw them both Adminiſtred to the 
Perſons Ordain'd ee e 693. And agreeable to, this: is alſo depos d 
by Mr. Robert Douglaſs, who liv'd likewiſe with the Biſhop about a 
Year and a half; And then both the Mr. Charles Prices's\'Swear-to the 


{ame effect, who were preſent at ſeveral other Ordliuations, did not 
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think of that of that of September 1693999.w: 
So that this matter is ſet in the cleareſt lige imaginable, and e- 
very Reader may now Judge, what portion of Shame aud Diſgrace, 
will fall to the ſhare of Williams and Harris, and more p ichlarly, 
of the wicked, Promoter, and the Shameleſs writer of t ... 
And now our Author ſays, he is come to the laſt 8 F the © 11. 
Journey, where the Writer of the Yiew, charges the Biſhop-with-an- 
other Omiſſion, on Trinity Sunday 1691 which is Depos d by. Ee 
Meyrick and Thomas + Powel, To which our Author replies. 
Hiſt, In General that whatever theſe two hopeful- ſparks, MHeyrick 
and Powe! have Sworn, and the Writer of the Viem has reported on 


in their Teſtimony; is impertinent, Sophiſtical, aud Falſe, and that there 
0 is nothing, ſave a Complication, of Malice and Perjury in the former, 


and of Effrontery and Treachery in the latter, with relation to this 


oe matter. But more particular,... 8 

Frſt, He deſires the Reader to conſider, who theſe two Witneſſes 
tie are, and to recolle& the Characters that have been given of them be- 
a tore, which how Severe ſoever they. may-ſeem, are not below their 
15 Demerit, and more modeſt than they deſer vd, will undeniably ap- 
nd pear by what is farther to be faid of them In order whegeunto, - 


4 Scconaly, He deſires the Reader to obſerve; kow and in what terms 
| the 20th, Article againſt the Biſnop runs; fer the ſaid Ar- 
i tic'e has charg'd the Biſhop with omitting to Adminiſter the Oaths, 
which theLaw requires atCollations or Inſtĩtutions as wellasOrdinations. 
Whereas if the Biſhop was ſo much againſt the requiring and taking the 
Oaths, as ſome people have imagimuhim to be, it is much more likely * 
that Ne would have omitted them at Collatious or Inſtitutions, where 
fewer Spectators were preſent, than at Ordinations, where a great 
| Number of Perſons, Acting, Aſſiſting, or looking on, were always 
attending; and therefore having already given the Depoſitions of 


p. 416. | | 


Bo 


» * > or i 2} Fx 


9 


h 
me certainty of a Moral Demonſtration, that Ahel and band 
8 855 bave before been prov d to have Perjur'd themſelves in ſeyetil iu 
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5 ſeyeral upon Oath; that the /Biſhop' did at all: Collations aue 
tions, Adminiſter the Oaths, it gives all men of Senſe" 


” 
£ 


"ſtances, ) have in this alſo Sworn Falfly,” and Perjurioufly.. © | 


there's, not the leaſt mention of time. when, nor of Perſons toward, 
whom. his Lordſhip was guilty öf the ſaid Omiſſion. And as then 
upon their depoſitions were ſuch as before, either a Wiſe or an ln. 
partial Judicature, would have been accounted to have affected nomg, 
ſo the Metropolitan receiving of them, and the Writer of the 
View. reporting them, ſhew us that ſome People are either veryjp. 
norant through Defects in their underſtandings, or that they are ſtrong. 
1y Tainted with Faults in their wills. For it is not only exp 
Frovided for, in the Rules laid down both by Civilians and Gina 
niſts, but it is likewiſe Univerſally agreed to, by common Liwyen, 
yea FY ed in the very Satutes of England, that all Crimes alſeds4 
and St into Proceſs againſt any. one, ſhall be fix d to a certain 
tim they were Committed, and the Perſons individually nam'd, 
again aomz and upon whom, they were. perpretrated,-and fo w 
that 2 it is expreſly enacted. in the Statute of the 3 of Hy, 
8. and were it not ſo, it would be impoſſible for any man, though 
never ſo Innocent, to juſtifie himſelf againſt Calumnious and Malicion 
„„ DDD 
- Fourthly, He anſwers. that whereas  Powel Swears to Oat 18, in the 
plural Re, which were to be Adminiſtred in the Office of Or. 
dination, and that both Meyrick and Powe! Depoſe, that in the Ad 
of Ordination, Powel brought the Book of Ordination, and the'Oath 
therein to the Biſhop ; that it might be given to the perſons who were 
to be Ordain'd, & c. It is worthy of the Reader's Obſervation 5 that, 
as only one Oath was according to Law, to be Adminiſtred in the 
Office of Ordination, and not Oaths, ſo the faid Oath being the ber 
Oath of Supremacy, was not then Printed ia the book of Orinatioh, 
and conſequently that ic was impoſſible that in bringing the. Book, 
of Ordination to the Biſhop, the ſaid Oath ſhould be brought therein, 
whereby it undeniably appears, that both theſe Witneſſes, not on) 
Swore with great inadvertence, and very much at Random, but that | 
_ they plainly Depes d, Falſely and Fer jurduſſy. And therefore it mu 
proceed from want of Judgment, or from want of Integrity, that 
Meyrick and Powel, come to be believ'd in any thing they ſaid or Swore, 
and tho? it has been the Biſhop of St. David's misfortune, to ſuffer up- 
on their Teſtimonies, yet the reproach and diſgrace, muſt at laſt fall 
to the ſhare of thoſe who have laid his Lordſhip under ſufferings 
vpon their Depolitions. | | . 


Tah, That in the Depoſitiong recited of Adorich, and Pm, 
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our Author has yet another Obſervation to 


which will mak all The Proceedings againft this Frelate fall under 

wonderful diſparagements, as well zs become Liable to very great 
gainſt him had been held long, and far advanc d, being made ſenſible that 
Aeyrick and Powel's Depoſitions could not Criminally affect the Biſhop, 
(for the reaſons before mention d) they therefore admitted Lucy the 
Promoter, to bring in an Additional Article, and alſo allow'd _Mey- 

rick and Powel to Swear it, in which. the Biſhop's omiſſion is ſetled o 
| a particular Ordination-day and Perſon For having gotten, the 
Name of one Robert Omen a Deceas'd.. Kinſman of Meyrick who had 
been Ordain'd the 7th. of June 1691. And having found his Letters 


of Orders certifying, that he had taken the Requiſite Oaths, thereupon 
both the, Promoter formeth a new Additional, Article, and the afore- 
ſaid two Colluſiye and Perjurious Witneſſes, take an occaſion of bring- 
ing an inſignificant and impertinent General, where neither Time, nor 
Perſon were mention d to a fixt day, and an individual, n with 
an aſſurance and Impudence, peculiar to the worſt of Met,” 

In Anfwer to. which Depolitions of theſe, our Auth. 1 2 A 


* 


two things. Whereby gat only the Villany of the Biſhap? e. 
tors, but the injuſtice of him who ated as Judge, will more Evaglent- 
ly appear, and be made manifeſt. Whereof the, © 
Hrſt, Is, that it is againſt Law after Articles have been Exhibited 
divers years, and a Proceſs. upon them, not only Commenc'd but al- 
moſt. brought to a Period, to admit the bringing in of Additional Ar- 
ticles; For all the Rules | Eſtabliſh'd by the Doctors P expreſly for- 
bid and Condema it. For which he quotes the Authority of many 
Civilian co rd nn On 
And how much in avow'd and plain oppoſition to all Law and 
| Jaſtice, the Metropolitan acted in this matter, will further and more 
Evideatly appear, from a Relation of true matter of Fact, which our 
Author ſubjoyns,namely that this righteous Judge the Metropolitan, con- 
cluded cheCauſebefore or very ſoon afertheBiſhop ofSt. David's knew the 
Depolicions or could have his WitneſſesExamin'd in Wales, to prove that 
he nad actually Adminiſtred the Oaths requir'd by Law, on the Articled 
Ordination day, viz. Trinity-Sunday, 1691. And tho the late Lord 
Cnancellour Sommers, had declar'd in the Houſe ot Peers, that the 
ſaid brelate ſhould have Liberty to prove, and alledge what was 
omitted before the Delegates, divers of thoſe who were appointed 
Judges Delegates refus'd to admit ms Aﬀegations, or to examin theWit- 


neſſes his Lordſhip offer'd to produce, to prove his Admidiſtring the 
Oaths as aforeſaid. i 1 
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ops Enemies, after the Procefs a- 


1 did che take an advantage of Forging Depoſitions, Wheren 


on the ſame; Trinity Sunday, with Robert Owen, have both 215 
aſſerted, and gffer'd to Depoſe upon Oath, that the Oaths which 
Enacted by the Statute of the Firſt of William and Ady, 44 


* 7. 


. 423. 


bene the one ſide there is no Teſtimony LID 


Enemies, having found the Letters. of Orders, granted by the Biſhop © 


kradict tm 


riss, that he had never omitted the 
when he Ordain'd for another Bi 


did Ordan in the behalf of the late Reverend Biſh 
ner, whilſt he was under Suſpenſion. And that it is a 5 Moden 
Fractiſe to give the Oath of Allegiance at any Ordination whatſoever, 


cuſe himof being Guilty, of- 


"1 


"And now =, EW * 4 Concluſion of this Pitter and "Og v1 


Omen that he had not taken Gs: Oaths: at his Ordination en Tri 
"known Sophiſters and juglers, and us. I ef 3 inalivions. — profeſs 


the ſaid;;Rabert Omer, the two.;afareiaid, men of Artiſice and Decet, 


they affm, that the nd Robert Owen, (who was not Alive to cop 


Firſt, That awd Philips ana®%kin Williams, who were Ordaig 


Kobe un, to Which he withal Su joyns, | vo i 
28 . The. Teſtimony upon Oath, of Samuel Williams 4 Wo 
was Ordain'd likewiſe at the ſame time, by which all who 
through. prejudice and Obſtinacy ungapable. of Conviction, may 
aſcertain d, that 2eyrick and Powe! Swore in Conſtrudion fem 
hard: = and with deſign Sophiſtically. 

And now the only Thing ent to be taken Notice of, in the s — 
View is, that the Writer of it declares, that the Biſhop. told James Ha. 
ving the Oaths but once, and that 


p. To which our Author Replies 
Firſt, That the ſaid James. Harris has been made appear, to be too 


Infamous for any one of common. Senſe to ſtake his Credit, as an H. 


ſtorian, u 2 any thing that Fellaw Depoſes. 


Secondly, That the time refer d to is, when the Biſhop of st. Davids 


If Eh, Dr. Ti. 


for as the Biſhop of St. David's, neither took nor un 
requir'd to take the Oath of Allegiance, at the Office of Or. 
dination, when he himſelf was Ordain d Deacon, Prieſt, and Biſhop, 
ſo during the time he was Biſhop in the Reign of the. Late Ki 
James, he never Adminiſtred it to any one whom he Ordain'd. Ani 
tis reaſdnably ſuppos d that his maſt Malicious Enemies, will not. 44 


257. omiſſion of Duty to that Kir 
his Lordſhip was by Law oblig'd to; and yet he never 


that Reign to Adminiſter the Oath of Supremacy in the Office of Or 


dination, though in the Opinian of Temes n not be reckou d 
. to make his Court by ſo doing. 8 


1 al, 


m:)-had not taken the chen requir'd by Law, when he yy 
13 Ordain's. : I Oppo Bade, to w e Author declares. | 


that time adminiſtred by the Biſhop, and taken by them ne al [7 
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ele Lwoare AW | „ % wes) can 
make of it, (ſuppoſing it had bet. . , which does no ] Judicially 
appear) was only that his Lordſhip had made a falſe ſtep before he was 
well got into his New Trammels, and that he ret md ſomething of 
| his Ancient Mumpſimus, after the Modern Sumpſimus was come into 
Faſhion. * SIS atk CCC 


4 


other Nature, to be found. 


V.ew tells his Reader, that he has made that Writer appear Ah, in- 
ſtead of a True Reporter of matter of Fact (which he profeſſes to be) 
2 very Unfaithfull and Treachervus one; and that in the place of 
relating things Impartially, he has demonſtrated his having given 
only what was ſaid againſt the Biſhop, without vouchſafing to acquaint 
his Readers with what has been ſaid, and in for him, and has 
likewiſe through this whole diſcourſe ſhew'd that ———AMuts 
= » Committunt eadem diverſo Crimima Fat. 
To which he adds that if the Writer of the Jem thinks fit to 


+ An 
night have been ſhorter yet, if J had not thought it Requ iſite in moſt 
places to keep exactly to the Words of that Auth. I think I haye not left out 

any Conſiderable Paſſage that was neceſſary h he taken notice of; Though 

there is enough left to Entertain the Inquiſiti ] Reader. Upon the whole I 

doubt not, but what is . found here, Will be ſufficient to give all 

who Read it, a Juſt Idea of the Promoter, Witneſſes, Judges, Aſſiſtants, 

and every Perſon and thing concern d in the whale Procedure againit the Biſhop 
of St, Davis: And if there has been any Wiſdom, Juftice, Honeſty, Integrity, 

common Decency, or common Humanity, made appear in the Managers, or 

Management of this Whole V oceſs; 1 Ader can't chaſe but find it out, 
and know where, and upon whole Score to place it. . 2 
For nothing is more Realonoble than that every one ſhould have their d 


eee 


hich therefore, at one time or another, will certainly be paid them. 
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5 Deus dabit his quoque Funeſn. 
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To which he adds a Remarkable Story of the preſ ut I = 
rum, which may be found, L To which may be added av an- 


p. 437. 
P. 245, 


Our Author now being about to bid Adieu to the Write: 5 the andp. 246. 


p. 438. 
P. 439. 


reply, he here promiſes to rejoyn upon him, which is the laſt of his Book. 
d thus T have finiſtrd this ſhort Abridgment of the Large Review, whicr 
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To 23 at TT time. — —9 ———9 
Paid his Mother. his Order 


Paid for th fir t Fruits wits ofth the Arch Dean and Prebend of : 
Llangammarch —— - 9 


J bis Brother Pryſe his pa. + of * his Sifters Portion- — 
To his Brother Powel py; of his other Siſter's, s Portion 


Tmo Tear, Synodal. —— 
A CoathGomn, Caſſeck, and Carrier 
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